
Why is the Government Lying 
About the Heroin Racket! 


WINTER, 1972 


SEVENTY-FIVE CENTS 








49 YEARS 


WINTER, 1972 

CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD 

Bruce Holman 


MANAGING EDITOR 

La Voxne Doden Furr 


CONTRIBUTING EDITORS 

E. L. Andersok, Ph.D. 
Stanley M. Andrews 
Austin J. App, Ph.D. 
Ivor Benson 
Taylor Caldwell 
Frank A. Capell 
Gekrit Daams, Ph.D. 
Mary M. Davison 
James G. DeWitt 
Mary Barclay Erb 
Henry E. Garrett, Ph.D. 
Horace Greeley, M.D. 
John M. IIenshaw 
John H. Hutchinson, Jr. 

Joseph P. Kamp 
Robert E. Kuttner, Ph.D. 
Martin A. Larson, Ph.D. 
W. Henry MacFarland, Jr. 
James W. MacI.ei.lan 
Ian Bruce MacLeod 
Robert G. Muncaster 
Elmer Pendell, Ph.D. 
Lef. Roberts 
Irwin Ross, Ph.D, 

John Steinbacher 
Ned Touchstone 
Ralph Townsend 
Patrick Walsh 
Glenn O. Young 


The American Mercury has been 
published continuously since January, 
1924, when it was founded bv H. L. 
Mencken and George Jean Nathan. 
Since June, 1966, it has incorporated 
Western Destiny, Folk and North- 
ern World. Published quarterly. 
Second-class postage paid at Tor- 
rance, California 90 510, and addi- 
tional office. Office for all circu- 
lation, editorial, business and ad- 
vertising matters: P.O. Box 1306, 
Torrance, Cal. 90505. Subscription 
prices: $4 for one year, $6 for two 
years, $8 for three years. However, 
the publishers do not accept subscrip- 
tions unless combined with a sub- 
scription to Washington Observer 
Newsletter; Combined Rate: $10 
for one year, $15 for tnuo years, $20 
for three years. Foreign and Cana- 
dian subscriptions, $1 per year extra. 
Nevysstand price: 75# per issue. 
Copies in bulk; 35# each for five 
copies or more of same issue. Change 
of address: Send your old incorrect 
address label and your new, legibly- 
written address and zip code to office 
at least 30 days before you move. 
Manuscripts: Original articles will 
be considered for publication but not 
returned unless accompanied by self- 
addressed, stamped envelope; even 
then return cannot be guaranteed. 
Style Sheet sent upon request. Cover 
by F. M. Paulson. 


M E R I C A N 

[ERCURY 

CONTINUOUS PUBLICATION 

VOLUME CVIII NUMBER 507 


In This Issue 

In Mercury’s Opinion 3 

Is the Government a Partner in 

Red China’s ‘Death Trade’? 

Kenneth Johns 5 

CFR Trial — Summation for the 

Prosecution Peter Reynolds .... 11 

CFR Trial — Verdict and Sentence 

Ray Henderson 12 

Caught in Sticky Oil John M . Henshaw . 15 

International Bankers and Communism 

Frank A . Capell 18 

Higher Prices Coming! C. V . Myers . . 21 

Letters to the Tax Collector 

Terrence D . Oaks 24 

Nixon, Kissinger and Katyn 

Edward L . Delaney 29 

Legal versus Lawful Lucille E . Moran . 3 1 

Is Your Job Making You Sick? 

Irwin Ross , Ph.D 34 

Race, Mentality and National Survival 

Drew L . Smith 36 

America is Paying for its Crimes 

Taylor Caldwell 39 

An American Speaks Out on the 

Middle East Norman F . Dacey ... 41 

The Weather War Archie Scott ... 46 

Public Education and the American Party 


Dr. Arthur L. Cain 49 

Big Brother Vs. John Dowdy 

John M. Henshaw 51 

Jobs for All John L. Kent 55 

Don’t Give Up Your Guns 

Frederick Quinn 56 

I Am the Backlash Patricia Young . . 59 

The Book Shelf 61 

The Open Forum 64 

Annual Index 66 


In the MERCURY’S Opinion 


Today's Greatest Fact II 

Three years ago in this space The American Mercury wrote, “The single 
greatest and most-ignored fact of today is the tension along the borders of the 
Soviet Union and Red China. The consequences of our response to this fact will 
be one of the greatest forces shaping the world of tomorrow.” 

In that editorial we opined that the Sino-Soviet split, because it was caused 
by matters of vital national interest to both the Soviet Union and Red China, was 
certainly real, and opened great possibilities for the enslaved peoples of eastern 
Europe to free themselves, as well as for the United States to supplant the Soviet 
in the Mideast and to completely liberate Vietnam. 

However, we were careful to point out that American leadership would not take 
advantage of the opportunity because our “leaders” are merely slavish tools of 
the Zionist-communist Internationale. 

The greatest fact of three years ago is still the greatest fact of today, and if 
you wish to understand what is happening in the world you must begin with that 
4500-mile border between the world’s most populous nation and the U.S.S.R. — 
which has in abundance what China wants most of all — land. 

Let us stress again that, contrary to the conjectures of the professional anti- 
communists, in this world philosophy is a luxury which will always remain sub- 
servient to base interest. Neither religion, ideology nor kinship has ever stopped 
princes from warring when they felt it to their personal or national interest. Thus 
it has always been and thus it is today. The Sino-Soviet conflict is as real as the 
national, cultural and racial differences of the two giant neighbors. 

To provide for her growing population, China needs land, and there is only 
one direction for her to go — across the Soviet frontier. 

Certainly this is realized very well in the Kremlin, which at all costs must 
prevent or at least postpone the inevitable attack. 

Thus, the reality behind recent developments becomes apparent. It is obvious 
that the realistic Chou regime (Mao we believe to be dead or incapacitated) 
would seek to stabilize relations with other nations — Japan, Taiwan and the United 
States. None are a threat to Red China and settlement with each can bestow great 
advantages upon China in addition to serving her major consideration of securing 
her frontiers to the east and south so that she may concentrate on her primary 
problem. 

This is why the Chou regime has accepted the economic blandishments of the 
Zionist representative, Richard Nixon. Doing so has — from China’s standpoint — 
given her the initiative against Chiang Kai-shek’s Formosa, and it will provide 
her with much-needed capital from the American taxpayers for the development 
of Chinese oil. 

Chou’s agreement with Zionism led immediately to the highly significant treaty 
with a very willing Japan. The result is the possible final neutralization of Formosa, 
the estrangement of Soviet Russia from Japan and the promise of great amounts 
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of Japanese capital for the further development of China’s vast potential. 

From the point of view of the U.S.S.R. how do things look? Not good at all. 
China’s alliance with Japan has blocked her aspirations in that theatre and closed 
off any hope the Kremlin may have entertained of consummating an alliance 
with a renascent Japan for the purpose of encircling China. 

In the Far East only the Chiang government offers any hope of support for 
Moscow. Will Chiang now be forced to substitute the Soviet Navy to insulate him 
from Red China in place of the U.S. Navy? Or will Chiang accept what he may 
be offered by Chou? 

There is a great possibility of a Soviet preventive strike against Red China. In 
palmier days, it is known, Moscow and Washington jointly considered an allied 
attack on the Red Chinese nuclear installations, supposedly located relatively close 
to the Soviet frontier. We speculate that this possibility has been recently consid- 
ered and reconsidered in Moscow as a possible unilateral move, but it has ob- 
viously been rejected. 

Why? To successfully strike at China for the purpose of upsetting her nuclear 
timetable and buying time for themselves, the Soviet leaders must secure their 
own alliances — particularly in the West (eastern Europe) and the Mideast. 

But now another problem for Moscow. As the world knows, the Soviet has 
suffered a great crop disaster, causing it to divert resources to purchasing grain from 
the West and gravely weakening its capacity to move militarily. It appears as if 
the Kremlin may even have been forced to basically revise its foreign policy, 
temporarily withdrawing from the Mediterranean theatre in order to concentrate 
its resources on the Far East — as we predicted might happen three years ago. 

Looked at from the Zionist standpoint, great gains have been made. The pro- 
Chou “Nixinger Doctrine” serves the interests of the Zionist-Wall Street-CFR 
cabal in every particular. For one thing, there is the matter of vast profits to be 
made from Red Chinese oil and other products, including heroin. Secondly, 
Chinese oil will tend to undermine the importance of Arabian oil, thus diminishing 
the already-negligible influence of the Arabs in world affairs. Thirdly and of most 
importance, even a partial withdrawal of the Soviet Union from the Mideast and 
Mediterranean theatre serves Israel’s master plan to take over the Suez Canal and 
the oil-rich lands of Arabia, enslaving and exterminating the native Arabs and 
stretching the borders of Israel from Iran to Turkey and Cairo to the Indian Ocean. 

And how, in all of this, have America’s interests been served? Some stateless 
financiers will make money from Chinese oil, their profits guaranteed by the 
American taxpayers. But contrary to the self-serving and venal opinions of GOP 
apologists, such as the Goldwater-Reagan-Buckley crowd, Nixinger’s moves 
have absolutely nothing to do with advancing American interest. These gentlemen, 
in fact, would not recognize a genuine American interest if it hit them in their 
lying faces. The truth is, the Zionist Nixinger policy is of historical significance 
because it removes the United States as the dominant force in the Pacific, return- 
ing the Asian initiative (after 31 years) to Japan and to a new power — Red 
China. Nixinger has abdicated America from Asia. 

The reader will note that in this complex of force and counter-force the leaders 
of Red China, Japan, Formosa, the Soviet Union and Israel all have in common 
the undeniable fact that their acts are calculated to advance their respective na- 
tional interests. 

But the acts of the “American leaders” are always calculated according to alien 
interest and have nothing whatsoever to do with what is best for America. 
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Is the Government a 
Partner in Red China’s 
‘Death Trade’? 


For some mysterious reason, the Nixon Administration 
is lying to the people about imports of opium and 
heroin from Red China 


By Kenneth Johns 


H OW MUCH of President 
Nixon’s re-election was en- 
gineered by “blood money” 
from the Red Chinese narcotics “death 
trade?” This is the question that many 
observers are asking as they speculate 
about the sources of the large sums of 
money contributed to Nixon’s campaign 
committee whose donors were not pub- 
licly identified. 

The informed guess is that these sums 
were payoffs from those who control 
the traffic in opium. Several Washington 
correspondents pointed out that the 
“missing item” not discussed by Presi- 
dent Nixon and Chinese Communist 
leaders during the meetings earlier this 
year was the question of stopping the 
deadly shipments of heroin and its 
source material, opium, from the China 
mainland. 


The rapidly growing number of dope 
addicts is considered by experts to be 
the number one danger to this country’s 
health and internal security. 

Extremely suspicious also is the repe- 
tition of statements about stopping the 
flow of opium from Turkey. This coun- 
try grows only a small part of total 
world production, about 400 tons, com- 
pared to 1,000 tons in Southeast Asia 
and an estimated 10,000 tons in Red 
China. 

A substantial part of world produc- 
tion ends up in the United States to sup- 
ply its estimated 600,000 heroin addicts. 
Yet, the Nixon Administration and its 
spokesmen constantly play down or 
deny the existence of large imports, 
especially from China. 
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Noteworthy also is the fact that while 
official pronouncements are made de- 
ploring the “evil” from President Nixon 
down, the Nixon Administration has as- 
signed only ten agents to all of Asia to 
intercept shipments. As one expert put 
it, “If he’s [Nixon] really interested in 
stopping the flow he would see that the 
CIA, FBI and other agencies assign 500 
to Hong Kong, 500 to Bangkok and 
500 to Saigon. These are the major 
trans-shipment points to the U.S. This 
would make a dent in the supplies 
reaching the U.S.” 

See No Evil, Hear No Evil . . . 

Preposterous as it may sound, the 
Administration’s official policy is that no 
heroin or opium comes from Red China. 
Why this outright lie in the face of what 
all experts and foreign government of- 
ficials know is not so? 

Red China’s involvement in the 
opium traffic has been known to in- 
formed people, both in and out of gov- 
ernment, for years. One of the first gov- 
ernment experts to point out the exist- 
ence of the “death trade” was Harry J. 
Anslinger, director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics from 1949 to 1962. In 1955 
he told the Senate Judiciary Committee 
that “Red China has singled out the 
United States as a primary target for 
its illicit traffic in opium and heroin.” 
In his 1961 book, The Murderers, he 
warned that “large quantities of heroin 
have reached the United States from 
Communist China.” 

Later, in an address to the United Na- 
tions, Mr. Anslinger stated: “The Com- 
munist regime of mainland China is 
distributing drugs abroad and selling 
heroin and opium in large quantities to 
the free countries of the world.” 

In 1964, Harry L. Giordano (An- 
slinger’s successor as head of the federal 
narcotics office) testified before Con- 
gress that Red China was still supplying 
the major part of the world’s illicit traf- 
fic in hard drugs. 

In 1969, President Lyndon B. John- 
son “reorganized” the narcotics office 
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(it became Bureau of Narcotics and 
Dangerous Drugs) and Giordano and 
50 of his toughest operatives around the 
world were dismissed. As pointed out in 
The American Mercury (“The Com- 
munists’ Most Powerful Weapon,” Fall, 
1972), the reorganization, ostensibly 
for “efficiency,” actually weakened 
America’s defenses against the flow of 
narcotics. 

More Proof of Traffic 

In December 1961, Lawrence Sulli- 
van, Coordinator of Information for the 
U.S. House of Representatives, said: 
“For the first time in human history, 
the systematic production and distribu- 
tion of narcotic drugs has become an or- 
ganized government monopoly in Red 
China. In ten years, Mao Tse-tung has 
built up a virtual monopoly in opium, 
heroin and morphine.” 

In November 1971, the Australian 
Citizens for Freedom published a 
pamphlet in which it was reported that 
“at least 65 per cent of the world’s il- 
licit narcotics come from the Com- 
munist occupied Chinese mainland.” 
The Australian organization estimated 
that export sales of the Maoist drugs ex- 
ceeded $800 million annually. 

Stanton Candlin, former senior in- 
telligence officer of the British Ministry 
of Defense, and now a U.S. citizen, 
accused the Chinese Communist regime 
of sending illegal drugs into the U.S. as 
“psychological-chemical warfare.” In 
an interview with United Press Interna- 
tional he said “the Chinese regard us as 
an enemy country. They have designs 
on us and regard drugs as a weapon of 
war.” 

Candlin said he received evidence of 
Peking’s drug export program during a 
visit to the Far East about ten years 
ago. He said the Red regime has enor- 
mously increased poppy production in 
the southern province of Yunnan. 

In March 1972 Candlin was invited 
by Rep. Philip M. Crane (R.-Ill.) to 
tape a discussion on the Red Chinese 
dope traffic for broadcast on Crane’s 
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weekly television show. Crane, who vis- 
ited the Far East with Congressional 
groups in 1970 and again in 1971, said 
he got inklings during the trips that the 
Peking regime plays a role in the U.S. 
drug problem. He has found it hard to 
get official U.S. documentation. “There 
seems to be an Administration view 
either that the problem doesn’t exist or, 
if it does exist, they don’t want to talk 
about it,” Crane said. 

According to a report published in 
London in April 1972, the Chinese 
Communist regime exports illicitly 2,000 
tons of opium annually to the non-Com- 
munist world. The traffic is estimated to 
be worth $500 million. The 24-page re- 
port (printed as a booklet) was written 
by James Turnbull after years of exten- 
sive research and study. It was pub- 
lished by the Foreign Affairs Publishing 
Co. Ltd. of Richmond, Surrey, England. 

According to the booklet, one of the 
first significant reports about the Maoist 
drug offensive appeared in the Soviet 
newspaper, Pravda, on September 13, 
1964. Written by a Soviet correspond- 
ent in Tokyo, based on first-hand obser- 
vations in Peking and supported by 
statements of the Japanese National 
Narcotics Cimmittee, the article charged 
the Peking regime with being the “big- 
gest opium, morphine, and heroin pro- 
ducer in the world.” 

According to Table 6 of the booklet, 
the Chinese Communists have cultivated 
a total of 368,700 hectares for opium 
production. Based on an estimated aver- 
age yield of 5 kilograms (11 pounds) 
per hectare, the Maoist opium farms 
produce 1,843,500 kilograms (4 million 
pounds) annually. Table 6 indicates 
that the biggest opium farms are located 
in Yunnan, Kwangsi and Kweichow 
provinces in Southwest China. 

A report by the Committee for a Free 
China concludes that the Peking gov- 
ernment is deeply involved in drug traf- 
fic, especially in Vietnam and through- 
out the rest of Asia. It claims that Chou 
En-lai once boasted to Egypt’s late 
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Gamal Abdel Nasser that “we are plant- 
ing the best kinds of opium especially 
for Americans.” 

The report quotes Dr. Stefan Pos- 
sony of the Hoover Institution ( Stanford 
University): “Between two-thirds and 
four-fifths of the high grade heroin sold 
on the international market is and can 
only be supplied by mainland China.” 

Eleven Thousand Tons! 

How much of the heroin reaching the 
U.S. actually comes from Red China 
itself and how much from the so-called 
“Golden Triangle” (a mountain wilder- 
ness where Thailand, Burma and Laos 
meet) is debatable. There is little doubt 
that a substantial part of the estimated 
10,000 tons of opium produced by 
China and shipped to the Free World 
lands in the United States. And, much 
of the 1,000 tons produced annually in 
the Golden Triangle, once going mainly 
into Vietnam, is now going to the U.S. 
The 1,000 tons is 600 tons more than 
Turkey produced before it was bought 
off by U.S. multi-million-dollar grants 
to cease growing the poppy. 

So here again is revealed the duplicity 
of government officials and the “cooper- 
ating” newspapers who constantly rant 
about the Turkish shipment of 400 tons 
(to all of the world, not just the U.S.) 
and say nothing about the 11,000 tons 
or more shipped out from Red China 
and Southeast Asia. 

Government Deceit 

Despite the widespread knowledge of 
the Red Chinese narcotic traffic and 
proof from so many reliable sources, 
the Nixon Administration has refused 
to acknowledge the fact that Red China 
is the major source of world opium and 
heroin. 

In August 1972 President Nixon’s 
Committee on International Narcotics 
barefacedly said that “there is no re- 
liable evidence that China has either 
engaged in or sanctioned the illicit ex- 
port of opium and its derivatives.” 
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This is an outrageous lie and the 
people who compose the Committee 
know it is. They cannot be that ignorant. 
The deliberate deceit is part of the “let’s 
be nice to the Red Chinese” theme set 
by President Nixon and his co-conspir- 
ator, Henry Kissinger. 

Similarly, the Committee’s statement 
that 80 percent of the heroin marketed 
in the U.S. comes from Turkey, is an 
outright fabrication. 

The United States, the world’s larg- 
est consumer of opium (in the heroin 
form), uses at least a third of the 
world’s estimated production of 11,000 
tons or so. Even assuming that all of 
the Turkish production of 400 tons 
comes to the U.S., where does the re- 
maining 3,000 to 4,000 tons come from? 
No, the 80 percent does not come from 
Turkey, but from Red China — the 
only source it could come from as re- 
iterated by expert after expert. 

The deception is deliberate. By prop- 
agandizing the lie that Turkey supplies 
most of U.S. heroin and that the supply 
is being shut off, the non-heroin using 
public is lulled into complacency that 
is evident in recent opinion surveys. In 
reply to a question by a reporter, one 
“ordinary citizen” said: “Sure, it’s been 
a problem, but the government got it 
under control. Once the Turks stop 
growing the stuff, the dope addicts won’t 
be able to get it.” 

That’s exactly the kind of Pavlovian 
conditioned nonsense the Nixon Admin- 
istration wants. Yes, some of the Turk- 
ish supply has already been cut off and 
this has created a shortage (especially 
on the East Coast) and raised the prices 
for the Red Chinese and Southeast 
Asian supplies which are now pouring in 
ever-increasing quantities through San 
Francisco, Los Angeles, Portland, Se- 
attle and Vancouver. 

So who is benefiting from the higher 
prices? Those who control the traffic. 
Could it be the Nixon Administration 


and its Central Intelligence Agency? 
CIA’s involvement in the heroin traffic 
has been so well documented by at least 
a half dozen investigators that its denial 
is no longer believed by knowledgeable 
Americans. The CIA is in the narcotic 
traffic. 

There is considerable evidence that 
CIA’s “private airline,” Air America, 
has helped transport heroin in South- 
east Asia. In a book, The Politics of 
Heroin in Southeast Asia, published re- 
cently, Arthur W. McCoy raised the 
question of whether CIA operatives 
knowingly engaged in such traffic to 
help maintain alliances. More specifi- 
cally, McCoy accuses officials in gov- 
ernments of U.S. allies in Southeast 
Asia — particularly in Saigon — of profit- 
ing from the traffic. 

Rep. Charles B. Rangel (D.-N.Y.) 
says that “despite disclaimers by the 
CIA, many of us in Congress have 
serious reason to believe the agency is 
indeed complicit in the trafficking of 
deadly heroin to our servicemen in 
Southeast Asia. Newsmen clandestinely 
entering the secret CIA base at Long 
Cheng in Laos have reported raw opium 
openly piled up for sale in the market 
there. In addition, we know that the 
CIA regularly supplies arms, transpor- 
tation and funds for drug-producing hill 
tribes in Laos and Thailand in exchange 
for their allegiance, knowing full well 
that these tribesmen are cornerstones 
of the drug trade. Most Congressmen 
have little idea how the CIA operates 
and how much money it spends. The 
CIA budget is carefully disguised and 
hidden. In fact, a recent Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee report, “Laos, 
April 1971,” reads like a jigsaw puzzle, 
with pieces ‘deleted at the request of 
the Department of State, Department of 
Defense and Central Intelligence 
Agency.’ Congress cannot prevent CIA 
involvement as long as we are deliber- 
ately kept in the dark about that 
agency’s operations.” 
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It is no coincidence that in his recent 
statements about cutting off “all Amer- 
ican economic and military aid to any 
government whose leaders participate 
in or protect the drug traffic” (fine 
words, these!), President Nixon praised 
the CIA for its role in “fighting interna- 
tional drug traffic.” It was obvious that 
he was trying to take the heat off the 
agency. He said the CIA has “performed 
superbly.” That it did. But for whose 
benefit? 

The Nixon Party Line 

Key members of the Nixon Adminis- 
tration are echoing all the lies perpe- 
trated by their leader. The transparency 
of the denials that vast quantities of 
Red Chinese opium and heroin get into 
the U.S. is evident everywhere. For ex- 
ample, in the private preparations for 
the Peking talks last May, Presidential 
adviser Henry Kissinger stressed that 
the raising of the heroin issue would 
create more problems than it would 
solve. This was reported by a number 
of Washington correspondents. 

Even earlier, on October 14, 1971, 
the Manchester Union Leader quoted 
an official of the Bureau of Narcotics 
and Dangerous Drugs as saying, “The 
word is out — no one is to offer one 
bit of criticism on China’s participation 
in the drug traffic — these are orders 
from the White House itself.” He said 
he would “lose my job in 24 hours” if 
his name were disclosed. 

Syndicated columnist Paul Scott 
writes that the Kissinger policy of keep- 
ing the China heroin threat under cover 
is supported by Secretary of State Wil- 
liam Rogers. His department, which is 
playing up sources of heroin in Turkey, 
Laos and Thailand, wants the whole 
question of controlling illegal drugs 
gradually turned over to the United Na- 
tions. He writes, “Administration in- 
siders say the State Department’s plan 
is part of a secret program of building 
up the UN’s authority over health, pop- 
ulation, and environmental problems in 


order to create the framework for world 
government.” 

The duplicity is echoed even by 
lower-echelon bureaucrats. For ex- 
ample, in a recent interview ( U.S. News 
and World Report, September 25, 
1972), Nelson G. Gross, Senior Ad- 
viser, International Narcotics Matters, 
Department of State, said that “Produc- 
tion in Communist China, as far as we 
know, is utilized only for domestic 
medicinal purposes. We have no reports 
of illicit export of opium from the main- 
land of China into other parts of the 
world in recent years.” 

This is an outright lie. Even as he 
was giving the interview U.S. agents 
were seizing small shipments in U.S. 
ports. Seizure of these shipments is ap- 
parently “window-dressing” to hide the 
vast big shipments permitted to go 
through. Thus $500,000 worth of 
Chinese heroin was seized in New York 
(seven Chinese seamen), and $1,000,- 
000 in Miami (one Chinese seaman). 

Hypocrisy Elsewhere 

The hypocrisy evident in White 
House announcements is echoed in the 
actions of the United Nations and par- 
ticularly of the Red Chinese delega- 
tion. In mid-May 1972, Wang Jun-shen, 
the Communist Chinese delegate, told 
the General Assembly that his country 
would assume a leadership role in the 
international effort to dampen illicit 
narcotic trading in the world. 

Dripping crocodile tears, Wang de- 
plored the “wrecked humanity resulting 
from drug use” and urged UN members 
to adopt tough policies toward drugs. 

This touching regard for humanity 
comes from a representative of a regime 
that has murdered 34 million people 
during its short span of 23 years and 
is the world’s leading producer of 
opium! 

The hypocrisy of Wang is further 
evident in his continuing insistence that 
Communist China will not heed any UN 
policy that was established before its 
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admission last year. This would, of 
course, exempt the Red Chinese regime 
from the 1961 UN Convention on Drugs 
which establishes the tough controls on 
narcotics that Wang purports to sup- 
port. The UN Convention on Drugs, 
like the pronouncements from the White 
House, are just so many fine-sounding 
words. There has been no concerted ac- 
tion to do anything. 

As the Copley newspapers pointed 
out in an editorial, if Communist China 
wanted to do something about the illicit 
world opium trade it could stop it to- 
morrow — simply by ceasing its own 
activities in the field. 

More important, the Nixon Adminis- 
tration — if it really wanted to — could 
stop the Red China trade merely by 
refusing economic aid promised during 
the May encounter between Nixon and 
Mao Tse-tung. Red China — like Soviet 
Russia — is in trouble. Its regimented 


people crouch in the shadow of famine 
and the slave governments are meeting 
greater opposition from the down- 
trodden masses. 

Problem Can Be Solved 

In summary, all Americans ought to 
know that: 

(1) The Nixon policy of fighting 
heroin traffic has the sole effect of rais- 
ing the price and increasing the profits. 
Higher prices won’t cut down demand 
which is fixed by the addict’s craving. 
He will merely go out oftener and bur- 
glarize more to get more money. The 
average addict now needs from $75 to 
$125 a day to support his habit. 

(2) The racket is internationally con- 
trolled, world-wide in scope and a bil- 
lion dollar business. Of course it is 
controlled by the organized crime syn- 
dicate with political ties that are nour- 
ished by an ever-growing cascade of 
money. Only a fool can believe that it 
operates undetected by all of the world’s 
police agencies. Obviously, the heroin 
racket is protected from the top down. 

(3) This virulent menace must be 
squarely and honestly faced before it 
can be dealt with. First of all, the mo- 
tives of those who are lying must be 
determined regardless of where the truth 
may lead. Then, the profit must be taken 
out of the heroin death racket by con- 
victing the pushers and the higher-ups, 
no matter who, and sentenced to death. 


REPRINTS 

Reprints of this article are available at 
7 for $1 or 50 for $5 postpaid from 
The American Mercury, P.O. Box 
1306, Torrance, Calif. 90505. 
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CFR War Crimes Trial 


Summation for the 
Prosecution 

By Peter Reynolds 


T HESE MEN, and their accom- 
plices in the Council on For- 
eign Relations and Bilderberger 
Group, we have shown to be the worst 
criminals in history. Not only have we 
proven their conspiracy to involve this 
nation in the Vietnam slaughter, but 
we have produced evidence relating 
them to the deaths of, perhaps, millions 
around the globe. 

Such men are vermin. They are all 
that is evil in our country and have 
spread their corruption to the four cor- 
ners of the earth. Like a pestilence, their 
plans leave death, destruction and per- 
versity. They live as a cancer in the 
lives of those they consider meaningless 
cattle, waiting to be enslaved or butch- 
ered. 

The people of this nation have suf- 
fered greatly at the hands of these 
would-be supermen. We must remem- 
ber that the disease which has festered 
here has infected most of the surface 
of the globe. Their factories spew filth 
to pollute our air and water, while their 
power mad schemes destroy our youth. 
There can be no denying JUSTICE; 
there can be no punishment severe 


THE DEFENDANTS 

WALT W. ROSTOW, ROBERT S. Mc- 
NAMARA, HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
HENRY A. KISSINGER, DEAN RUSK, 
NELSON ROCKEFELLER, DAVID 
ROCKEFELLER, MAXWELL D. TAY- 
LOR, ADAM YARMOLINSKY, WIL- 
LIAM F. BUCKLEY, JR., ARTHUR F. 
BURNS, WILLIAM BUNDY, ROSWELL 
L. GILPATRICK, GEORGE W. BALL. 


enough to satisfy the revenge for liter- 
ally millions of souls. 

However, these men must pay for 
their crimes. We must somehow balance 
the scales of justice. 63,000 Americans 
murdered in Vietnam demand that this 
court grant them justice. 

If this is not possible, perhaps these 
criminals are right — justice is blind and 
they have the right to exist as entities 
above and beyond all law, man’s or 
God’s. 

I cannot believe that this is so. I beg 
this court to prove that no man is above 
the law, that no man has the right to 
ignore laws of his peers and profit 
from such crimes. 

This court is a court of the people. 
If you cannot bring a just sentence 
then we must be simply cattle waiting 
for the slaughter. If we cannot affirm 
our natural rights as men, then we must 
not be men. 

We cannot tolerate the rape of our 
people and our nation, nor can we allow 
our nation to be used as a base for in- 
ternational exploitation on the grandest 
scale in history, mass murder of in- 
calculable proportions, or as the seat 
of a super-corporate conglomerate one- 
world government. 

You, respected sirs, have accepted 
the weight of this decision. Without 
doubt, whatever your verdict, the power 
monopoly will react to it. You must not 
allow this to in any way affect your 
judgment. You must find these men 
guilty. Guilty as charged in all counts 
and specifics. 
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I further submit that the evidence 
presented at this trial calls for the citing 
of the Council on Foreign Relations 
as a criminal organization. There has 
been ample evidence, relative to the in- 
dividuals charged, to prove beyond 
doubt that this organization has engaged 
in illegal activities, through its members, 
which have produced an apparently 
endless flow of criminals to participate 
in the leader’s repugnant plans for 
global dictatorship. 

In effect, the Council is operated as 
a self-fulfilling prophecy. Athough the 
individuals change, the corrupt idea re- 
mains, passed on to new faces, with 
the same criminal motivations. 

The individuals charged here must 
be found guilty and destroyed, as mad 
dogs. You must, I feel, in all con- 

CFR War Crimes Trial 


science invoke the death penalty in this 
case. Justice demands no less. Indeed, 
it is unfortunate that mortal man has 
no penalty more severe. 

But, of equal or even greater import- 
ance, the disease, which has infected 
these mad dogs of our society, must be 
cleansed from our soil. This plague, the 
Council on Foreign Relations, must be 
cauterized, as a festering sore, to alle- 
viate our peoples’ suffering. 

I ask this honorable court to find 
all the defendants guilty, and I pray 
that you find, in your conscience, the 
moral courage to invoke the maximum 
sentence for these, the greatest criminals 
of all time. I beseech this court to rid 
this country and its people of their kind 
for all time. 

The Prosecution rests. 


Verdict and Sentence 


This is the statement made by Chief Judge Ray Henderson in 
rendering the verdict and passing sentence on fourteen mem- 
bers of the Council on Foreign Relations at the CFR War Crimes 
Trial, Los Angeles, September 2, 1972. 


T HIS COURT has approached 
the awesome task of determin- 
ing the guilt or innocence of the 
defendants with great care and a sense 
of deep responsibility, for we know that 
our verdict today will mark an historic 
precedent. 

This knowledge has tempered our de- 
liberations with the desire to understand 
the reasons why the defendants did not 
appear before this Court today to de- 
fend themselves. It has moved us to go 
the extra mile in order to comprehend 
the motives of men who have been 
accused of such heinous crimes. 


That the defendants did not appear 
today in our judgment, presumably for 
the reasons given by their defense coun- 
sel, namely, because they may question 
the competency of this Court, we reject, 
as we have previously indicated. It is 
perfectly clear that the Government of 
the United States is merely a holding 
company for the men of great wealth 
who control it, and it is therefore cer- 
tain that no government court would 
ever dare to try those who control it 
and nurture it. 

It is not this Court — which is a true 
court of the people — which is incompe- 
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tent, it is the government which is in- 
competent and unable to punish or even 
recognize the great crimes which have 
been cited here today. 

The accused have been properly no- 
tified of the time and place of this 
tribunal, and the verdict and sentence 
which I am about to pronounce is law- 
ful, proper and superior to the opinions 
of the corrupt and suborned courts of 
their illegal “government.” 

Our first verdict is that we find that 
the Council on Foreign Relations is a 
criminal organization and should be 
disbanded or destroyed. The historical 
record of the years since its founding 
makes this clear. Its members are found 
at every bloody juncture in this Nation’s 
tragic history of intervention. 

In the process of amassing almost 
infinite profits for themselves, the mem- 
bers of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions have not only murdered hundreds 
of millions of men, women and children 
—but even worse, they have injured the 
West in ways too grievous and numer- 
ous to cite in this opinion. 

Being a criminal organization, it is 
clear that any and all members, agents 
and employees of it share in the crimi- 
nality that attaches itself to the organi- 
zation. There may be some members 
of the CFR who are unaware of the 
real aims and operations of that organi- 
zation, but this is hard to believe. Cer- 
tainly after this verdict, any members 
who maintain their membership in the 
CFR can expect to have full criminal 
status themselves personally. At this 
point we would soberly warn all mem- 
bers, agents and employees of the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations to give pro- 
found thought to their culpability and 
to the likely personal consequences of 
their continued membership in this 
criminal organization. 

Now for the verdict we have found 
regarding the fourteen individual de- 
fendants, Walt W. Rostow, Robert S. 
McNamara, Henry Cabot Lodge, Henry 
A. Kissinger, Dean Rusk, Nelson Rock- 


efeller, Adam Yarmolinsky, David 
Rockefeller, Maxwell D. Taylor, Wil- 
liam F. Buckley, Jr., Arthur F. Burns, 
William Bundy, Roswell L. Gilpatrick 
and George W. Ball. 

The Court unanimously finds that 
these defendants are guilty as charged. 

It is clear that these men are guilty 
of the crimes charged to them, but the 
Court has had some difficulty in deter- 
mining a proper sentence. This has not 
been because of any hesitancy in the 
determination of their guilt; on the con- 
trary, our opinion is that the magnitude 
of the crimes of these mass murderers 
is such that it cannot be expiated by 
an ordinary sentence. 

The crimes of the defendants are far 
above and beyond the power of mere 
law to punish. The customary punish- 
ment for murder and treason — death — 
is too lenient and, if you will, too ordi- 
nary for the extraordinary crimes of 
these criminals. 

Therefore, this Court has looked to 
the past — to our heritage — in order to 
find a punishment befitting these un- 
speakable crimes. As I am sure every 
one in this room realizes, the law of 
the United States is based on the com- 
mon law of England, and this, in turn, 


The People Vs. The CFR 

The Verdict and Sentence was made 
by the Chief Judge in the name of the 
following prosecuting persons and or- 
ganizations: 

KEN HOOP, 

Vice President, Youth Action 

ERIC BLANKENBURG, 

Christian Youth Army 

RAY HENDERSON, 

Center for 

New Corporate Priorities 

DOUG SEWELL, 

National Educator 

ERIC GARRIS, 

Peace and Freedom Party 
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is merely a restatement of the tribal 
law which was “in common” with the 
other teutonic tribes, far beyond the 
memory of man, and thousands of years 
before Christianity. 

In ancient days, when a man had 
shown that he was an incorrigible crim- 
inal, when a man was for some reason 
unable to live under the law which was 
common for all northern Europeans, he 
would suffer the fate of outlawry, and 
this is our sentence on the subject crim- 
inals. 

Outlawry has as its purpose the rec- 
ognition of setting apart from mankind 
the criminal upon whom it is pro- 
nounced. It strips him of all of the 
rights which he may have once enjoyed 
through custom or law from the people 
he has wronged. It makes his property, 
both real and personal, forfeit: to revert 
back to the people from whom it was 
stolen. Outlawry simply strips the ve- 
neer of legality from the perpetrators 
of heinous crimes, leaving them open 
and subject to arrest or to any other 
corrective action which their . victims 
may enforce. 

It is the sentence of this Court that 
all those who have been convicted are 
OUTLAWS — to be outside of the law 
and the society which they have for so 
many years flaunted and conspired to 
pervert or annihilate. 

All contracts existing with these crim- 
inals are declared null and void and 


all of their property is hereby declared 
to be forfeit to the people. All agents, 
employees and partners of the convicted 
are herewith put on notice that their 
further service to the convicted will tar- 
nish them personally with the guilt that 
attaches those on whom this sentence is 
pronounced. 

In order for this sentence to be prop- 
erly executed, it is desirable that it be 
made widely known to fair-minded and 
honest people, citizens and taxpayers 
who have been victimized by the crimi- 
nals. The Court trusts that this trial 
will inspire other groups of Americans 
to lawfully, fairly and soberly inquire 
into the records of other war criminals, 
for we do not assert that the fourteen 
which have been tried here today are 
the only ones guilty of the historical 
crimes of the past forty years. Hun- 
dreds, perhaps thousands of other con- 
spirators and criminals are at large and 
should be brought to justice. 

We therefore request that our findings 
be widely disseminated among the peo- 
ple, and because the so-called news 
media is itself in the control of members 
of the criminal Council on Foreign Re- 
lations, we cannot expect anything but 
silence from that quarter. 

This Court will, of course, make this 
verdict known to all of those who have 
been convicted today. 

I now ask my fellow justices for 
further comment and concurrence. 


One of the real joys of the holiday season is the op- 
portunity for our entire organization to say “Thank 
You with every good wish for the New Year. 

The American Mercury 
Washington Observer Newsletter 
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Caught in Sticky Oil 

Wm. F. Buckley Jr., Editor of the National Review , asserts 
he has no interest in Israeli oil explorations and does not want 
to invade Libya to get its oil, but John M. Henshaw produces 
contrary evidence. 


June 6, 1972 

Gentlemen: 

The November 1, 1971 issue of 

Washington Observer says, at least by 
implication, that members of my family 
are interested in corporations owning 
“eight petroleum licenses aggregating 
619,028 acres, all located in the State of 
Israel.” The licenses held by such cor- 
porations were merely to explore for 
petroleum. The explorations were un- 
successful and all such projects in Israel 
by any corporation in which members of 
my family had an interest were aban- 
doned in 1959 or earlier and have not 
been in effect since such abandonment. 
No additional licenses have at any 
time been sought and none are now 
being sought. 

The same issue also suggests that I 
have “heavy oil investments” in Libya 
and proposed an American invasion of 
Libya so that I “would not have to pay 
any more of those bothersome royalties.” 
Neither I nor any member of my fam- 
ily, nor does any corporation in which 
our family has an interest now own or 
have ever owned any oil well or other 
property of any kind in Libya and con- 
sequently do not now pay and have 
never paid “bothersome royalties,” or 
any royalties, or make or have ever 
made any payment of any kind to the 
government of Libya. 


Nor did I at any time recommend an 
invasion of Libya. National Review, the 
magazine of which I am Editor, ran an 
article in which the author called for 
the invasion of Libya in order to estab- 
lish an anti-Communist naval base on 
the south shore of the Mediterranean 
Sea better to combat the Soviet Medi- 
terranean fleet. National Review has 
never taken an editorial position of any 
kind regarding an invasion of Libya. 

I must require that you publish this 
letter. I am advised by legal counsel 
that your failure to do so would demon- 
strate reckless disregard for the truth. 

Yours faithfully, 

Wm. F. Buckley Jr. 

Editor-in-Chief 

July 9, 1972 

Mr. William F. Buckley, Jr. 

Editor, National Review 
150 E. 35th St. 

New York, N.Y. 10016 

Dear Mr. Buckley: 

Receipt is acknowledged of your let- 
ter dated June 6, 1972. 

It has always been the policy of 
Washington Observer Newsletter 
to publish only the truth, but we claim no 
infallibility. We have occasionally made 
mistakes, despite editorial diligence. 
Whenever we find that we have erred, we 
promptly make a correction. In fact, we 
have even made minor corrections that 
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many editors might consider inconse- 
quential. And we have never published 
a hoax. As an editor, columnist and 
radio-tv commentator you can appre- 
ciate the importance of always being 
absolutely factual in order to establish 
credibility. 

In your letter you state “The Wash- 
ington Observer says, at least by im- 
plication, that members of my family are 
interested in corporations owning ‘eight 
petroleum licenses aggregating 619,028 
acres, all located in the State of Israel’.” 
Moody’s Industrial Manual, 1957, 
stated: “PAN-ISRAEL OIL CO., 
INC. History: Incorporated under 
Panama laws June 23, 1953. Busi- 
ness: engaged in exploration, develop- 
ment and production of oil and gas. 
Property: Company owns 50% in- 
terest in 8 petroleum licenses, aggre- 
gating 619,028 acres, all located in 
the State of Israel, the other 50% 
being owned by Israel-Mediterranean 
Petroleum, Inc. Contracts: Company 
and Israel-Mediterranean Petroleum 
Inc. have contracts with Pantepec Oil 
Co. C.A. Tri-Continent Drilling Co., 
Inc. for exploration and drilling of 
certain petroleum properties; also 
contract with Catawba Corp. for ad- 
ministrative, technical and other serv- 
ices . . . Officers, W. F. Buckley, 
Pres.;...” 

The above-quoted Moody’s Manual 
lists W. F. Buckley as President and Di- 
rector of said Company. The same 
Moody’s Manual reports: 

ISRAEL - MEDITERRANEAN PE- 
TROLEUM Inc. “History: incorpor- 
ated under Panama laws June 4, 1953 
as Mediterranean Petroleum Corp., 
present name adopted Sept. 10, 
1954.” 

Moody’s Manual lists J. L. Buckley 
as a director of said company. Moody’s 
Manual also lists the principal execu- 
tives of both companies at: 8 Hazelfira 
St., Jerusalem, Israel. 

The same issue of Moody’s Manual 
states: 


“PANTEPEC OIL CO., C.A. His- 
tory: Incorporated in Venezuela April 
9, 1948 and acquired as of April 2, 
1948 producing properties of Pante- 
pec Oil Co. of Venezuela, C.A. . . . 
Company has drilling and operating 
agreements with Pan-Israel Oil Co., 
Inc. and Israel-Mediterranean Petro- 
leum Inc. covering 800,000 acres in 
State of Israel.” 

Mr. Buckley, are those above quota- 
tions from Moody’s Industrial Manual, 
1957, true statements of fact? 

In the same letter you say: “The 
same issue also suggests that I have 
‘heavy oil investment’ in Libya and pro- 
posed an American invasion of Libya 
so that I ‘would not have to pay any 
more of those bothersome royalties.’ 
Neither I nor any member of my family 
nor does any corporation in which our 
family has an interest now own or have 
owned any oil well or other property 
of any kind in Libya and consequently 
do not now pay and have ever paid 
‘bothersome royalties,’ or any royalties, 
or make or have ever made any pay- 
ment of any kind to the Government of 
Libya.” 

The 1 966 Annual Report of Pantepec 
International Petroleum, Ltd., which was 
signed by John W. Buckley, as President 
of said corporation, stated: 

“LIBYA. Under an option agreement 
with American Mining & Exploration 
Company (AMECO) dated February 
2, 1967, the Company acquired the 
right to purchase a 20 per cent inter- 
est in an oil concession in the Sirte 
Basin of Libya, where the country’s 
major oil fields are located. 

“The concession, No. 1 18, is owned 
by AMECO and covers 650,000 acres. 
Mobil Oil Corporation’s pipeline oper- 
ated by Oasis Oil Company of Libya 
crosses the northwest corner of the 
concession. The concession is situated 
40 miles from the Mediterranean 
coast where terminal and shipping fa- 
cilities are available (Fig. 6). 

“Under the agreement, option pay- 
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meats of $123,200 were made through 
June 30, 1967, with additional pay- 
ments of $25,000 due each month 
thereafter up to a maximum of 12 
months during which no activities un- 
der a certain Minimum Exploration 
Program take place, which program 
requires the expenditure of $3,500,- 
000, including drilling of not less than 
32,000 feet of exploration hole by 
December 31, 1970.” 

The annual report lists John W. 
Buckley as President. It also lists John 
W. and James L. Buckley as directors 
of Pantepec International Petroleum 
Ltd. It also lists John W. Buckley and 
James L. Buckley as voting trustees of 
Pantepec International Petroleum Ltd. 

Mr. Buckley, are the above quota- 
tions from the 1966 Annual Report of 
Pantepec International Petroleum Ltd. 
true statements of fact? 

Your letter also states: “Nor did I at 
any time recommend an invasion of 
Libya. National Review, the magazine of 
which I am Editor, ran an article in 
which the author called for the invasion 
of Libya in order to establish an anti- 
communist naval base on the south 
shore of the Mediterranean Sea better to 
combat the Soviet Mediterranean fleet. 
National Review has never taken an 
editorial position of any kind regarding 
an invasion of Libya.” 

Presumably you refer to the Novem- 
ber 17, 1970 issue of National Review 
carrying an article entitled “A STRA- 
TEGIC ALTERNATIVE” by the late 
Charles Benson with the following pre- 
liminary caption: “On ditching Israel. As 
Charles Benson sees it, Russia holds all 
trumps in the Middle East just now. 
Does that mean that Israel is lost? And 
that we’ll be booted out of the Mediter- 
ranean? Not if . . . but read on for 
Mr. Benson’s own modest solution.” 

The article was also featured on the 
cover with the title: “A Strategic Alter- 
native: SHOULD WE DITCH IS- 
RAEL?” On page 1209 the Benson ar- 
ticle declared: 


“Suppose rather than attacking the 
Russians directly, or sending Ameri- 
can troops to die for the sake of 
Israel, or waiting around until the 
Russians (using Arab bodies) ac- 
tually attack Israel before we de- 
cide just what we are going to do, we 
were to take Libya. Destroy the of- 
fending bases before they are devel- 
oped, seize Libya by military force, 
occupy it, and if necessary drive or 
transport the roughly two million in- 
habitants of that “nation” into Egypt. 
In the course of so momentous a 
step, there would be hot-line com- 
munication between the heads of gov- 
ernment, in which our President 
would make the seriousness of our 
purpose clear to the Russians, and 
deny any intention of expanding the 
action into a strategic move against 
Russia herself.” 

We can cite several other quotations 
from the Benson article indicating that 
American conquest of Libya would be 
the best way this country could help 
Israel. The article also points out that 
the rich Libyan oilfields could be ex- 
ploited for American aggrandisement. 

Mr. Buckley, you say that you did 
not recommend the invasion of Libya, 
but you published a lead article whose 
clear purport seems to be just that. In 
view of the fact that you introduced the 
article with banner headlines on the 
front cover, wouldn’t it be logical to 
infer that the publication — National Re- 
view — was also promoting the ideas ad- 
vanced in the article? 

Mr. Buckley, we would appreciate an- 
swers to the specific questions listed 
above. We intend to publish your letter 
in an early issue of Washington Ob- 
server, along with a copy of this letter 
and any comments upon this letter you 
care to make. The earlier we receive 
your answer, the sooner we will be able 
to print your letter. 

Sincerely, 

John M. Henshaw 

Chief, Washington Bureau 
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International Bankers and 
Communism 

By Frank A. Capell 


Some revealing facts about Lazar d Freres and Company 


H ISTORIANS and other knowl- 
edgeable people are aware of 
the fact that the Bolshevik 
Revolution was financed by international 
bankers. But less is known about the 
fact that the Communist Conspiracy is 
being financed and continually aided by 
the international bankers and wealthy 
businessmen. One of these banking firms 
is Lazard Freres. Its influence and oper- 
ations are spread throughout the world. 

Lazard Freres and Company was 
founded over 100 years ago in New 
Orleans, La., by three French immigrants 
— Lazare, Alexandre and Simon Lazard 
(brothers). The firm expanded to Paris 
and London with operations in Spain 
and Belgium. A key figure in the growth 
of the firm was Alexandre Weill who 
established the firm’s New York office 
in 1880. His grandson, Pierre David- 
Weill is now head of the firm’s Paris 
affiliate. Alexandre Weill brought to the 
U.S. firm a Frenchman named Eugene 
Meyer, later to become Chairman of the 
U.S. Federal Reserve System. Meyer is 
the founder of the Washington Post em- 
pire and is the father of Mrs. Catherine 
Graham, present publisher of the Wash- 
ington Post, an important ultra-liberal 
newspaper. Alexandre Weill’s son, David 
David-Weill, brought another French- 
man named Meyer into the firm — Andre 
Meyer, a relative of Eugene. 

On December 16, 1930, Congress- 
man Louis T. McFadden warned his 
colleagues about the selection of Mr. 


Meyer to head the Federal Reserve: “I 
want to point out that Mr. Meyer is a 
brother-in-law of Mr. George Blumen- 
thal, a member of the firm of J. P. Mor- 
gan & Co., who, I understand, repre- 
sents the Rothschild interests and that 
he is liaison officer between the French 
Government and J. P. Morgan & Co. 
That has a very important bearing on 
this particular situation. I want to make 
it perfectly plain that in placing Mr. 
Meyer at the head of the Federal Re- 
serve System you are turning it over 
completely to this international financial 
group. . . . The Federal Reserve System 
controls the credit system not only of 
the United States today but is the dom- 
inating factor in finance throughout the 
whole world.” 

Secretive About Operations 

As in the case of the Fribourgs, La- 
zard Freres and Company are extremely 
secretive about their operations and the 
backgrounds of their partners. For many 
years Lazard Freres has financed large 
corporations and mergers, loaned enor- 
mous sums to foreign governments, and 
has been influential in the policies of 
several governments. The present head 
of the firm, Andre Meyer, age 73, came 
to the U.S. in 1940, and was appointed 
to important government posts by Presi- 
dents John F. Kennedy and Lyndon B. 
Johnson. His close friends include Rob- 
ert S. McNamara, former Secretary of 
Defense and now president of the World 
Bank; Henry Fowler, former Secretary 
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of the U.S. Treasury; Eugene Black, 
former president of the World Bank; 
and David Rockefeller, who joined him 
in several real estate ventures. 

His connection with the Kennedy 
family is so close that in some social 
circles the Jackie Kennedy-Aristotle 
Onassis marriage is jokingly referred to 
as a Lazard Freres merger, the story 
being based partly on rumor (which Mr. 
Meyer denies) that he helped draft a 
marriage contract between them. 

Andre Meyer is married to the former 
Bella Lehman, is a partner in Lazard 
Freres and Company New York City, 
Lazard Freres and Company Paris, and 
a director of the Lazard Bros. & Co., 
Ltd. London. He is a director of the 
Societe Financiere de Transports et 
d’Enterprises Industrieles (SOFINA) 
Brussels. He is also a director of Radio 
Corporation of America, Allied Chemi- 
cal, Fiat Motor Company of Italy, and 
the Montecatini Edison Company of 
Italy. 

Firm Holds Interest in IT&T 

The confirmation of Attorney Gen- 
eral Richard G. Kleindienst had been 
held up because he was accused of hav- 
ing arranged the settlement of an anti- 
trust suit against International Tele- 
phone and Telegraph. Informed sources 
state, however, that the settlement was 
actually arranged by Attorney General 
John Mitchell and Felix G. Rohatyn, 
who is a director of IT&T. It has also 
been learned that Lazard Freres holds a 
$40 million interest in the IT&T com- 
plex. At the present time IT&T is re- 
ported to be negotiating to modernize 
the communications systems of the So- 
viet Union. 

Sir Robert Kindersley, a director of 
Lazard Bros. & Co. of London was also 
at the same time a director of the Bank 
of England. His son, Hugh Kenyon 
Molesworth Kindersley, known as Lord 
Kindersley, is the second Baron of West 
Hoathly, is a director of Lazard Bros. 
& Co. Ltd. of London, and is president 
and guardian of the Royal Exchange 


Assurance Company of England. 

Baron Oliver Brian Sanderson Poole, 
a three-times married nobleman of Eng- 
land, was appointed as executive chair- 
man of the board of Lazard Bros, of 
England in 1965. It is interesting to 
note that he has been an official of the 
Conservative Party Organization of 
England since 1952 and, in fact, was 
vice chairman during 1963-64. Baron 
Poole is a director of the Reserve Bank 
of Rhodesia and director of the White- 
hall Securities Corp. of England. He 
served as a member of the British Par- 
liament for five years. 

Pierre Sylvain Desire Gerard David- 
Weill, the son of David David-Weill, 
has been associated with Lazard Freres 
and Company of Paris since 1924 and 
a partner since 1927. He has been a 
partner of the New York firm since 
1944 and was a member of the board 
of Lazard Brothers and Company 
London. 

Controls Over Three Billion Dollars 

Lazard Freres New York office is 
reported as managing investments of 
over three billion dollars. Lazard Freres 
has not only maintained a close rela- 
tionship with J. P. Morgan and Com- 
pany but also with the Rothschild banks. 
The general and limited partners of 
Lazard Freres hold directorships in ma- 
jor corporations not only in the United 
States but in England, France and else- 
where and are able to influence foreign 
and domestic policy of a number of 
governments. In 1958 Lazard Freres 
joined with the Chase Manhattan Bank 
and set up the Iranian Development 
Bank. They also helped found the Ivory 
Coast Development Bank in Africa and 
the Private Investment Bank for Asia. 
The firm’s financial transactions involve 
an international network which includes 
several Swiss banks. 

Partners Hold Government Positions 

Lazard Freres arranges mergers for 
many international corporations and 
numbers among their clients IT&T. 
R.C.A., McDonnell Aircraft, Loew’s 
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Theaters, Kinney National Service, War- 
ner Brothers, Hertz Corporation, Ran- 
dom House and numerous others. Many 
of the partners and consultants of La- 
zard Freres hold or have held important 
government positions. David E. Lilien- 
thal, former head of the Tennessee Val- 
ley Authority and Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, has been a consultant to La- 
zard Freres. Robert Ellsworth, a part- 
ner, has been a congressman and an 
ambassador to N.A.T.O., an aid to Pres- 
ident Nixon and a recruiter of key 
people in government agencies. 

Close contacts of Andre Meyer, head 
of Lazard Freres, are Senators Jacob 
Javits, Charles H. Percy, and Edward 
Kennedy, former Secretary of the Treas- 
ury Henry Fowler and Douglas Dillon. 
David B. Dillard, a partner, was for- 
merly with the International Finance 
Corp. in Washington. Peter A. Lewis, 
a partner, was assistant director of the 
U.S. Bureau of the Budget; C. R. Smith, 
another partner, was formerly Secretary 
of Commerce; Eugene R. Black, Jr., 
also a partner, is the son of the former 
president of the World Bank. Eugene, 
Sr., had also been special consultant to 
the Secretary General of the U.N., was 
a director of the New York Times Com- 
pany, Cummins Engine Company and 
several banks. He was a director of the 
world government-promoting Atlantic 
Council and vice chairman of Planned 
Parenthood and World Population. 

There is also a close relationship 
between Lazard Freres and Lehman 
Brothers, another international banking 
firm whose London company is headed 
by George Ball, former Under Secre- 
tary of State. Peter G. Peterson, newly 
named Secretary of the U.S. Commerce 
Department, has all his investments 
handled by Lazard Freres. 

Another Director, Robert Bradin 
Rivel, came to Lazard Freres after hav- 
ing been executive vice president of the 
Chase Manhattan Bank and holds a 
directorship in the Berkshire Life In- 
surance Company. 


Stephen McKenzie Dubrul, Jr., came 
to Lazard Freres from Lehman Brothers 
in 1961. He is a director of R.C.A. 
Corp., May Department Stores, and has 
been president of the U.S. Consumers 
Advisory Council. 

Membership in CFR 

Arthur Hobson Dean, of the inter- 
national law firm of Sullivan and Crom- 
well, has been a director of Lazard 
Funds, Inc., an affiliate. Dean is a mem- 
ber of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
the subversive Foreign Policy Associa- 
tion, the secret Pilgrim Society, and a 
director of the U.N. Association. He 
was our special ambassador in Korea 
1953-54, participated in the Korean 
Armistice, has been chairman of the 
U.S. delegation on Nuclear Arms Test- 
ing and chairman of the U.S. delegation 
on Disarmament at Geneva. He is also 
a trustee of the Carnegie Foundation. 

On June 16, 1972, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission charged the In- 
ternational Telephone and Telegraph 
with violating federal law by withhold- 
ing from prospective stock holders vital 
information about the settlement of 
anti-trust suits brought by the Justice 
Department. A spokesman stated that 
IT&T, two of its senior officers and two 
investment firms were involved. The in- 
vestment firms were identified as Medio- 
banca of Milan, Italy, and Lazard 
Freres and Company in New York. 
Representing Lazard Freres is Russian 
born former Judge Simon Rifkind who 
also has represented the Kennedy fam- 
ily and is known as a leftist. 

Lazard, Rothschilds and the CFR 

There is a close relationship not only 
between Lazard Freres and the Roths- 
childs, but also with other international 
banking firms which have financed inter- 
national Communism and are promot- 
ing trade with the Soviet Union and 
other Communist countries. There is 
also a close relationship between the 
international bankers and the Council 

( Continued on Page 23 ) 
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Higher Prices Coming! 

By C. V. Myers 


Some facts on the new wave of inflation and predictions of dire 
things to come. Economics expert C. V. Myers is editor of Myers’ 
Finance Review, a highly respected international newsletter 


T HE WORLD is threatened with 
a new and final inflationary 
wave. This wave, already be- 
gun in the second quarter of this year, 
has commenced to pick up momentum. 

Hard headed judgement requires ac- 
knowledgement of hard, tough facts. 

FRANCE — The last bastion of sta- 
bility has caught on fire, and recently 
the French government moved to stop it 
with an appeal to the members of the 
Common Market for joint efforts of con- 
trol. France slapped restrictions on the 
lending capacity of banks by increasing 


the required reserves in relation to money 
lent. 

The retail price of meat in France has 
increased 15% in the year. The cost of 
living increased at the rate of 9.6% in 
July. Wages in the second quarter of this 
year increased at the rate of 11% — 
faster than wage growth among other 
trading partners — cutting the competi- 
tive edge of French products- — an edge 
which has been gained by the 1969 
French devaluation and by the upvalua- 
tion of the Deutsche Mark. 

At the same time, the trade unions 
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are vociferously demanding a 25% in- 
crease in the minimum wage, a move 
that would push wages up all along the 
line, increase the cost of everything — 
reduce the value of the franc. This is 
taking place as Pompidou prepares for 
an election. 

BRITAIN — In an eight-week period 
in July and part of August, the money 
supply in Britain increased at the rate of 
40% a year; and the increase so far in 
1972 is about 20%. The government 
has become subservient to labor. Wages 
are running amuck. 

As a result, real estate values have 
jumped 25% in a year. The cost of of- 
fice space in London is higher than it is 
in New York, and is rising at the rate of 
10% a year. Wages are up 15% for the 
year. The benefits gained by Britain’s re- 
cent devaluation are already down the 
drain — and it’s becoming quite obvious 
there will have to be another devalua- 
tion. 

But Britain imports 80% of its raw 
materials and two- thirds of its food. It 
must earn foreign exchange to buy these 
commodities. To make itself competi- 
tive enough to sell its goods on the 
world markets, it will be forced to de- 
value. Estimates are ranging around 
$2.40 to $2.30 for the pound. 

Yet, the value of the British pound 
hinges, too, on the value of the cur- 
rency in which it is expressed — the 
American $. 

IN THE UNITED STATES the 
money supply had been increasing at 
between 2% and 3% a year for almost 
eight years until 1966. It then began to 
increase at 5% or 6% a year. But dur- 
ing the last six months the money supply 
has increased 9.6%, and in July at the 
rate of 15.2% annually. 

The cost of living, which had been 
temporarily suppressed by controls, rose 
in July at the rate of 4.8%. And during 
July, the U.S. added $2 billion of in- 
flationary purchasing power to the me- 
dia which now stands at an astonish- 


ing $164 billion. 

SWITZERLAND — has been ravaged 
by inflation. On my recent trip I found 
costs not much better than they are here. 
A cup of coffee and a dish of ice cream 
took the biggest part of a $. Hotel rooms 
were just as high as in the better hotels 
in the U.S. And an apartment that would 
rent for $100 in North America, costs 
$200 at least in Switzerland. The prices 
of cars are higher, and the cars are 
smaller. The price of gasoline is higher. 

❖ * * 

And so it goes. In Italy the lira is in 
trouble. In Germany the money supply 
has been increasing at about 8%. In 
other words, inflation has become a 
world disease. The monetary physicians 
have no antiobiotic and no cure for it — 
except a drastic operation which might 
kill the patient. The operation means 
withdrawal of additional purchasing 
power. But such a withdrawal would 
throw the stock markets of the world 
into reverse, and precipitate bankrupt- 
cies. And so today, as investors, we are 
faced with an extremely serious ques- 
tion: 

Courage to Stop Inflation 

Will the governments and the mone- 
tary authorities have the courage to stop 
the inflation and risk the crash? Or will 
they — knowing full well that continuing 
inflation spells even greater disaster — 
will they still, when they come to the 
edge of the cliff, turn on the printing 
presses some more? 

I have reluctantly come to the con- 
clusion that we are in for yet another 
inflationary spiral. I had felt that this 
was the last one, and that we would see 
cascading deterioration before the end of 
the year. We may very well see the be- 
ginning of such deterioration, but I 
firmly believe that all governments, 
when faced with the monster of de- 
flation, will turn on the printing presses 
once more. The end of such action 
would be the inevitable further debase- 


22 


The American Mercury 


ment of currencies. The question is not 
whether. The question is when. 

This final wave of inflation might well 
last another year or more. Meanwhile, 
it is always possible that someone will 
miscalculate, and in the midst of the con- 
tinuing inflation certain bankruptcies 
would trigger a chain reaction uncon- 
trollable by monetary authorities. Then 
it might only last a few months. 

The net result of this discussion is 
this: We stand at a very dangerous junc- 
ture. Certain stocks in the market could 
advance dramatically. But if we go into 
those stocks, we should do so with a 
wide open realization that we may be 
entering the lion’s den. 

* * * 

The second fact to emerge is that gold 
has only one direction to go. That is up, 
as currencies continue to depreciate. In 
the end this will call for a world-wide 


panic into gold. The eventual price, un- 
less the panic is brought under control 
quickly by the monetary authorities, is 
not predictable. If they act intelligently 
this fall, gold might be pegged at $100 
to $120 per ounce. If they fail to act — 
which is likely — a price of $200 per 
ounce is not beyond feasible expecta- 
tion. 

The currency situation is the most 
serious it has ever been. That’s because 
not only one country is involved , but all 
of the countries of the western industrial 
world. 


The above article is reprinted from 
Myers’ Finance Review, published by In- 
ter Publishing Co. Ltd., P.O. Box 5531, 
Station A, Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2H 
1X9. Subscription: 1 year $110, Vi year 
$65. 


International Bankers 

(Continued from Page 20) 

on Foreign Relations. Among those who 
have an important member of their firm 
also a member of the C.F.R. are Kuhn 
Loeb & Co., 40 Wall St.; Lazard Freres 
& Co. (Rothschild affiliate), 44 Wall 
St.; Dillon Read & Co., 46 William St.; 
Lehman Bros., One William St.; Gold- 
man Sachs & Co., 55 Broad St.; Brown 
Brothers-Harriman, 59 Wall St., (all of 
New York City) and several national 
banks. 

Through the financing and reorgani- 
zation of large corporations and the 
placing of partners as directors in large 
corporations, international bankers such 
as Lazard Freres are able to influence 
American commerce. Through placing 
their own personnel in various impor- 
tant government posts, particularly the 
Treasury and Executive Departments, 
they are able to influence official gov- 
ernment policy. The expected enormous 


opportunities for trade with Communist 
countries will benefit the international 
banks who hold stock in many of the 
corporations which will be doing busi- 
ness with our new “friends.” Only 
through an informed public working 
through their representatives in Con- 
gress can the control over our govern- 
ment by the international bankers be 
broken. 

THE AUTHOR 

The above article, by Contributing Edi- 
tor Frank A. Capell, is a confidential in- 
telligence research memo privately circu- 
lated to the financial supporters of The 
Herald of Freedom of which he is editor 
and publisher. Subscription to this news- 
letter, published every other Friday, is $10 
a year, $6 for 6 months. (The Herald of 
Freedom, P.O. Box 3, Zarephath, N.J. 
08890.) 
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Letters to the Tax Collector 


Acting as his own lawyer (Attorney Pro Se), 
Terrence D. Oaks is refusing to pay the 
California state income tax 


Terrence D. Oaks, 
Attorney Pro Se 
16040 Rayen Street 
Sepulveda, California 

Houston I. Flournoy, Controller 
State Office Building #1, Rm. 102 
Sacramento, California 95814 
Attention: Houston I. Flournoy 
Employees 
Associates 
Successors 

THIS IS a legal notice and warning: 

On or about April 26, 1972 I did 
receive from your office an interesting 
document. This document purported to 
be a statement of monies due you from 
me. 

It is beyond my comprehension how 
your office arrived at such a statement 
of purported fact. It is interesting to 
note that according to the U.S. Consti- 
tution, more specifically Art. 1, Sec. 10 
thereof, I could not have had any in- 
come in the year you question. 

Art. 1, Sec. 10 clearly states: “No 
state shall make any thing but gold 
and silver coin a tender in payment of 
debt.” 

I maintain, Mr. Flournoy that I did 
not earn any gold and/or silver coin in 
the year 1970, and thus am not subject 
to any tax liability for that year. Fur- 
thermore your purported statement ap- 
pears to be a violation of my rights as 


guaranteed by the Constitution and laws 
made in pursuance thereof, in that it 
appears to be a violation of my right 
to privacy which stems directly from 
the 4th Amendment, U.S. Constitution. 

Mr. Flournoy please understand that 
I am not attempting to avoid payment 
of taxes legally due. However this figure 
of $177.00 that you claim is owed you 
for the year of 1970 is merely a legal 
question. That being, can the state vio- 
late the Constitution of the United States 
and make any thing other than gold 
and/or silver coin a tender in payment 
of debt? The law says no! Apparently 
you believe that it can. Being a law 
abiding citizen, unless you can give me 
written permission to break the law I 
am not able to send you a bank draft 
for the amount you claim. 

If you can give me permission to 
break the law, I will send you a check 
even though I do not feel that I owe 
the money. I call your attention to 
36 Am. Jur. 2d #8: Wherein it states 
“Bank notes are a good tender as money 
unless specifically objected to.” 

Money includes only such bank notes 
. . . in actual and general circulation 
at par with coin as a substitute for coin, 
interchangeable with coin. 

Bank notes circulate as such only by 
general consent and usage. Consent and 
usage is based on the convertibility of 
such notes into coin at the pleasure of 
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the holder upon presentation to the 
bank for redemption but . . . upon the 
failure ... or inability of the bank to 
redeem its bills they instantly lose their 
character as money . . . the notes be- 
come the mere dishonored and depre- 
ciated evidence of debt. 

Any action by you, your officers or 
employees in any attempt to seize any 
of my property will place you person- 
ally, Mr. Flournoy, in a position of 
having to defend a civil and/or criminal 
action that must certainly follow. 

I refer you to Title 18, Sec. 241, 242, 
1001 and 2384, Title 28, Sec. 1343 and 
Title 42, Sec. 1983, 1985 and 1986 of 
the United States Codes. Wherein it says 
that you will be held personally liable 
for any violation of my Constitutional 
rights perpetrated by you or any of 
your agents. 

Be hereby advised, Mr. Flournoy that 
you swore an oath of office to uphold 
and defend the Constitution of the Unit- 
ed States under threat of perjury and 
without mental reservation, and I intend 
to see that you do. For you see Mr. 
Flournoy, you are the servant, not the 
master and as such you are accountable 
to me. 

Enclosed please find a copy of the 
U.S. Constitution for your knowledge 
and reference. You will find that ignor- 
ance is no excuse, SHOULD MY 
RIGHTS BE VIOLATED. 

May I hear from you soon regarding 
this matter. 

Respectfully & Constitutionally, 
Terrence D. Oaks, Attorney Pro Se 

May 1, 1972 

In reply, Mr. Oaks received the be- 
low letter from the Executive Officer of 
the Franchise Tax Board (the state’s 
income tax collector), calling attention 
to, among other things, penalties for 
failures to file and pay the tax. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD 
SACRAMENTO. 

May 15, 1972 

Mr. Terrence D. Oaks 
1 6040 Rayen Street 
Sepulveda, CA 91343 

This is in response to the document 
dated May 1, 1972, which you sent to 
the Honorable Houston I. Flournoy, 
State Controller. Mr. Flournoy request- 
ed that we respond to your document 
since the matter pertains to a letter sent 
by this department. 

The letter in question was sent to 
you since we had no record of having 
received an income tax return from you 
for 1970. In your document, which is 
designated a “legal notice and warning,” 
you question the letter and contend that 
you could not have had any income in 
1970 since you did not earn any gold or 
silver coin in that year. Your contention 
is grounded on Article 1, Section 10 of 
the Constitution of the United Slates 
which states, “No state shall . . . make 
anything but gold and silver coin a 
tender in payment of debt.” 

The income tax law is not predicated 
upon the receipt of income in the form 
of gold or silver. Rather, the law is 
predicated on the receipt of any form 
of property as compensation for per- 
sonal services, income from business, 
etc. (See Revenue and Taxation Code 
Section 17071). Consequently, if you 
earned a salary as compensation for 
personal services, such salary constitutes 
income regardless of the fact that you 
were not paid in gold or silver. It is our 
firm opinion that Article 1, Section 10 
of the U.S. Constitution does not in any 
way affect whether or not you had in- 
come. 

In your document you also contend 
that the payment of your state income 
tax liability by something other than 
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gold or silver coin would violate Article 
1, Section 10 of the U.S. Constitution. 
The question of what constitutes legal 
tender was decided many years ago by 
the U.S. Supreme Court. (See Juilliard 
v. Greenman, (1884), 4 S.Ct. 122, 110 
U.S. 446). In that case the court held 
that Article 1, Section 10 did not pre- 
clude Congress from declaring what 
constitutes legal tender. Congress en- 
acted legislation which provides that all 
coins and currencies of the United 
States, Federal Reserve notes, notes of 
Federal Reserve Banks and national 
banking associations are legal tender for 
the payment of all public or private 
debts, taxes, duties, etc. (See Title 31, 
United States Code, Ch. 9, Section 462.) 

In view of the above, we firmly be- 
lieve that the payment of your state 
income tax obligation by any one of 
the types of legal tender described in 
the preceding paragraph would not be 
violative of the U.S. Constitution. We, 
however, will accept a bank draft or 
money order. 

We urge that you file your return and 
pay your tax liability as soon as pos- 
sible. The law provides for the impo- 
sition of certain penalties for failure to 
file a return and pay the tax on time 
and interest will continue to accrue on 
your liability until the tax is paid. 

Martin Huff 

Executive Officer 

cc: Hon. Houston I. Flournoy 

State’s Contentions are Contradicted 

BE ADVISED, this is a legal notice 
and warning: 

I was glad to receive your response 
to a notice I had previously served upon 
the Honorable Houston I. Flournoy. 

I found your letter to be quite inter- 
esting, especially your reference to 
Juilliard v. Greenman. I must agree with 
your contention and that of this particu- 
lar case with one exception and qualifi- 
cation which you neglected to state. That 


is, Congress may designate Federal Re- 
serve Notes or any thing else as a legal 
tender, only so long as those notes of 
objects are redeemable and interchange- 
able and circulate at par with gold 
and/or silver, according to a 1939 Su- 
preme Court ruling. Federal Reserve 
Notes are obligations and evidences of 
debt of the Federal Reserve Bank, and 
are not money. 

In its strict technical sense “money” 
means coined metal, gold or silver, upon 
which the Government Stamp has been 
impressed to indicate its value, in its 
more popular sense “money” means any 
currency, tokens, bank notes or other 
circulating medium in general use as the 
representative of value, Kennedy v. 
Briere 45 Tex. 305; Cook v. State 130 
Ark. 90, 196 S.W. 922, 924; Vick v. 
Howard 136 Va 101, 116 S.E. 465, 
467, 3 1 A.U.R. 240. Money means gold 
and silver, or paper money used as a 
circulation medium of exchange, and 
does not embrace notes, bonds, evi- 
dences of debt, or other personal or real 
estate. Lane v. Railey 280 Ky 319, 133 
S.W. 2d 74. 79, 81. 

Your position regarding Federal Re- 
serve Notes is that they are acceptable 
as money. I find this contention rather 
interesting as the term “Note” means 
“an evidence of debt.” 

A “Note” is a unilateral instrument 
containing an express and absolute 
promise of a signer to pay to a specified 
person or order, or bearer, a definite 
sum of “Money” at a specified time, 
Shawano Finance Corporation v. Julius 
214 Wis. 637, 254 N.W. 355. A bank 
note such as the Federal Reserve Note 
is a promissory note issued by a bank 
or banker authorized to do so, payable 
to bearer on demand, and intended to 
circulate as money, Townsend v. People 
4 111. 328; Low v. People 2 Park. Cr. 
R. (N.Y.) 37. “Money” includes only 
such bank notes ... in actual and gen- 
eral circulation at par with coin as a 
substitute for coin, interchangeable with 
coin. 
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Bank notes circulate as money only 
by general consent and usage. Consent 
and usage is based on the convertibility 
of such notes into coin at the pleasure 
of the holder upon presentation to the 
bank for redemption . . . but upon the 
failure ... or inability of the bank to 
redeem its bills they instantly lose their 
character as money, the notes become 
the mere dishonored and depreciated 
evidence of debt. 36 Am. Jur. 2d #8. 
Banks Won’t Redeem Paper 

I have made demand upon each ma- 
jor banking institution within the State 
of California to redeem its notes. I have 
not been able to obtain any thing other 
than an obligation from the bank, a 
note of debt, that the bank is unable to 
redeem. 

It is my position Mr. Huff that the 
Federal Reserve Notes I have received 
regarding the tax matter in question 
have been notes of debt, have not been 
redeemable and are not money. Certain- 
ly I can not be forced to pay a tax on 
something I am unable to obtain. 

The Revenue and Taxation Codes 
must certainly allow a citizen to write 
off bad debts as a tax loss, and a large 
enough loss would cancel any tax lia- 
bility. 

It is my position that bad debts can 
not be considered an income, as the 
liability to collect that debt would render 
it valueless. So you see, we have really 
resolved nothing by your letter. Article 
1 Section 10 of the United States Con- 
stitution clearly places a restriction on 
the several states, irrespective of what 
Congress may do, by stating in a man- 
ner free from all ambiguity, “NO 
STATE SHALL MAKE ANY THING 
BUT GOLD AND SILVER COIN A 
TENDER IN PAYMENT OF DEBT.” 

The courts have ruled, and I agree, 
bank notes are a good tender unless spe- 
cifically objected to. I object to their 
use, as they are clearly an evidence of 
debt and no where can I redeem them 
for “money.” 

I put it to you, Mr. Huff, what would 


you do, providing we had money, if I 
sent you a check, that you were unable 
to cash? So you see, Mr. Huff, we really 
have here a legal issue that can only 
be resolved in a competent court of rec- 
ord. You are under the position that I 
had an income, and I am of the position 
that I never received any thing of value, 
other than worthless evidences of debt 
of which I was never able to redeem. 

Now that you understand my posi- 
tion, I want to make it perfectly clear, 
that as a Public Official you also swore 
an oath of office to uphold and defend 
the Constitution of the United States, 
without mental reservation and that you 
did so under a threat of perjury. 

Your failure or inability to do so 
will place you in violation of Section 
1001 & 2384 of Title 18 U.S.C., an of- 
fense from which you may expect to 
spend as much as twenty years in prison. 
Moreover, you may be assured, that any 
actions by you or any of your associates 
regarding this tax matter will be consid- 
ered a violation of Title 18 Section 241 
& 242, Title 28 Section 1343 and Title 
42 Section 1983, 1985 & 1986 of the 
U.S.C. Wherein, I may sue you person- 
ally, Mr. Huff, along with the Honorable 
Houston I. Flournoy for damages caused 
me by your actions. Be advised that 
neither the State nor the Federal Gov- 
ernment has any jurisdiction to inter- 
vene on your behalf should I file a civil 
complaint. The law specifically says, 
any person who acts to deprive a citizen 
of his Constitutional rights does so at 
his own peril and not by authority of the 
position he holds (Emph. Added). 

Fed Notes Ruled Unconstitutional 

For the record I need not test the law- 
fulness of Federal Reserve Notes, this 
has already been done, I refer you to 
the Minnesota case of the First National 
Bank of Montgomery v. Daly, Dec. 9, 
1968, wherein Judge Mahoney ruled 
that the Federal Reserve Act and Fed- 
eral Reserve Notes were unconstitu- 
tional. An 1895 Supreme Court decision 
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ruled taxes on income to be unconstitu- 
tional. 

The Federal Government places a 
claim to the use of the 16th Amend- 
ment for its authority to lay and col- 
lect taxes on incomes. The 16th 
Amendment so states: “Congress has 
the power to lay and collect taxes on 
incomes.” From where does the State 
derive its authority to lay and collect 
taxes on incomes in spite of the Supreme 
Court ruling? Could it be that the State 
income tax is Ultra Virus (above its au- 
thority) Ab Initio (from the beginning)- 
void with no lawful meaning. 

As of March 18, 1968, the full faith 
and credit of the United States was re- 
moved from our currency, as of this date 
we receive nothing of value, no lawful 
consideration, no taxable income. Sure- 
ly you are aware of the facts I have sub- 
mitted herein. Your apparent awareness 
leaves me with a question, could it be 
that you have mental reservations re- 
garding your oath of office to uphold 
and defend the Constitution of the 
United States? 

Be advised, Mr. Huff, that I am not 
refusing to pay a lawful tax, lawfully 
assessed, when I have again earned law- 
ful money. I would offer this suggestion, 
if you can show me some way to re- 
deem these worthless bank notes so that 
I may be subject to a tax liability. Then 
it would be my pleasure to submit to 
you the $177.00 in gold and/or silver. 
As of now I know of no way to pay 
the money you claim is owed you with- 
out breaking the law. Unless of course 
you can give me formal written permis- 
sion to violate the Constitution of these 
United States and can guarantee me 
complete immunity from prosecution 
for my having done so. Enclosed please 
find a copy of the United States Consti- 
tution for your knowledge and refer- 
ence, you will find that ignorance is no 
excuse, SHOULD MY RIGHTS BE 
VIOLATED. 


May I hear from you soon regarding 
this matter. 

Respectfully, 

Terrence D. Oaks 
Attorney Pro Se 

May 22, 1972 

cc: Hon. Houston I. Flournoy 

State Does Not Reply 

To this letter Mr. Oaks received no 
reply. He followed it up with another 
letter on June 16, 1972, making a for- 
mal demand for replies to a number of 
questions. He asked, for instance, “Can 
the State of California make any thing 
other than gold or silver coin a tender 
in payment of debt, or can the State of 
California make any thing but gold and 
silver money?” 

In this letter he also wrote: “Be ad- 
vised, Mr. Huff, that this matter has 
always pended upon your actions, and 
that rather than to oontinue this course 
of nonsense I am now placing you on 
legal notice: 

You have 10 (ten) days from the 
date of this notice to proceed with ap- 
propriate and proper legal action, should 
you fail it would be as a waiver by the 
State of California to ever proceed to 
a competent court of record or to pro- 
ceed in any lawful manner, regarding 
the issues I have placed before you, or 
others I have withheld regarding this 
same question. 

This is the last correspondence I 
shall forward to you as your continued 
silence would indicate an agreement on 
your behalf and that of the State you 
represent.” 

At the time this issue of American 
Mercury went to press, the great State 
of California did not reply. 


“Poor people usually mind other 
people’s business and therefore have 
no business of their own.” 

— Elbert Hubbard 


28 


The American Mercury 



Nixon, Kissinger and Katyn 

By Edward L. Delaney 


O N THE EVE of President Nix- 
on’s pathetic pilgrimage to the 
communist capital of the 
world, Congressman Edward J. Derwin- 
ski of Illinois inserted in the Congres- 
sional Record (March 29, 1972) details 
regarding one of the most heinous crimes 
in world history. A crime committed on 
order of Josef Stalin, the communist 
caliph in Moscow. 

Although it is 29 years since the dis- 
covery of the Katyn Forest massacre 
with irrefutable proof that it was a Sov- 
iet crime, our government has stubborn- 
ly refused to make that charge against 
the murderers. 

Congressman Derwinski told the 
House of Representatives that “even- 
tually most of the individuals who com- 
mitted crimes of genocide during the 
Nazi period were brought to justice. This 
is not the case with the Communists 
who murdered approximately 15,000 
Polish officers.” 

It may seem redundant to again cite 
that crime of the Moscow moguls, but 
millions of our younger generation are 
not familiar with the facts. 

On September 1, 1939, the Hitler 
forces, then in alliance with the Soviet 
Union, invaded Poland. In a matter of 
days a free Poland ceased to exist. Nor 
has there been a free Poland since. A 
quarter of a million Polish military offi- 
cers plus scores of teachers and intel- 
lectuals were incarcerated in Soviet 
prison camps. In March of the follow- 
ing year Stalin ordered Lavrenti Beria, 
head of the Soviet secret police, to “liq- 
uidate” the Polish officers. 


The then Polish ambassador in Wash- 
ington, Jan Ciechanowski, is on record 
as having given our State Department 
and President Roosevelt, in July 1941, 
positive proof of the inhumanities and 
deportations that were carried out by the 
Russians in Poland following their oc- 
cupation of that country in 1939. The 
Polish ambassador sought Roosevelt’s 
aid to halt Soviet barbarisms in Poland. 
All Ciechanowski received from Roose- 
velt was the comment: “It seems hope- 
less to get the Soviet to change their 
methods.” 

Mass Graves Discovered 

On April 13, 1943 the German radio 
told the world that several mass graves 
had been discovered in the Katyn For- 
est near Smolensk, Russia. After 155 
of the bodies were identified as Polish 
army officers, the German officials asked 
neutral newsmen, physicians. Red Cross 
representatives and others to come to 
Katyn and make their own inspection. 

Each of the Polish officers had been 
shot through the back of the head with 
a pistol, many of the victims having 
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their hands tied behind their backs. This 
was the greatest mass execution of pris- 
oners during all of World War II. 

Were these irrefutable truths driven 
into the minds of our people? They were 
not. Had it been a German crime our 
newspapers would have had pictures of 
the gruesome atrocity. Radio commen- 
tators would have broadcast lengthy 
reports on the discovery of the bodies. 
But it was a Soviet-communist crime. 
That meant that our people must not be 
told the sordid details. 

It is an appropriate time again to 
focus attention on that appalling mass 
murder, just when our communist-con- 
ciliating President is blatantly currying 
favor with the Kremlin whose policy of 
extermination of political dissidents con- 
tinues to this day, particularly in the 
Ukraine and Baltic states. 

We may be sure that Mr. Nixon 
remembered to forget about those bar- 
barisms when palavering with the grand 
sachems of the communist cult in Mos- 
cow. It is ironic to recall that a Cali- 
fornia Congressmen, Richard M. Nixon, 
garnered generous national publicity 
over two decades ago as a militant 
crusader against communists and their 
fellow travelers in this country. How he 
has changed. 

American Officers View Bodies 

But returning to Derwinski’s timely 
citation of the Katyn massacre: two 
American Army officers, Lt. Col. Don- 
ald Stewart and Maj. John N. Van Vliet, 
who were German prisoners of war were 
flown to Katyn and joined the observers 
from neutral countries. On May 1 1 , 
1950 Van Vliet, who was then a Lt. 
Colonel, wrote his impressions of the 
Katyn horror: 

“We followed our guide down into 
each grave, stepping on bodies that were 
piled like cordwood, usually face down, 
to a depth of five to seven bodies cov- 
ered with about five feet of earth. All 
bodies have a bullet hole in the back 


of the head. The Germans took motion 
pictures of us while we were inspecting 
the graves. Copies of still pictures were 

given us. 

“It was with reluctance that I decided 
the Germans were not lying; the Rus- 
sians did it.” On October 11, 1951, 
Col. Stewart was questioned by the 
Select Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, then probing the Katyn 
massacre. He estimated that 10,000 
bodies, all Poles were in the three 
mass graves which the Germans had 
opened. “I can never forget,” testified 
Stewart, “that those men were killed by 
the Russians while they were prisoners 
of the Russians.” There were seven 
more mass grave which the Germans 
had not opened at that time. 

The indelible record shows that Van 
Vliet and Stewart were hurriedly brought 
back to this country at the end of hos- 
tilities and ordered to make a report on 
Katyn to Maj. Gen. Clayton Bissel in 
the Intelligence Department of the Pen- 
tagon. This was done on May 22, 1945. 
These reports mysteriousy disappeared. 
The pro-Soviet contingent in the Wash- 
ington administration at that time and 
still today suppresses anything which 
tends to verify the atrocities of Soviet 
Russia. 

Another who aided in suppressing 
the Soviet guilt of the Katyn crime was 
the late Sir Winston Churchill. In his 
book. Hinge of Fate, he asserts that at 
the Nuremberg trial the massacre of 
those Poles was mentioned but the vic- 
torious governments decided that “the 
issue should be avoided and the crime 
of Katyn was never probed in detail.” 
Churchill tries to absolve the Soviet 
because he had supported Stalin’s lie at 
the time the massacre was discovered. 
Churchill even found it politically ex- 
pedient to wine and dine with that 
Moscow murderer, in company with 
Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

The record must show that the fester- 
ing canker of communist conspiracy, so 
evident in Eastern and Central Europe 
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is the inevitable aftermath of the aid to 
Soviet designs that was given by the 
Roosevelt and Truman administrations. 
Let us look at the record. It is stipulated 
in the Potsdam Agreement that the 
German territories beyond the Oder- 
Neisse line were to be administered 
by the Polish communist government 
but they were not to be “annexed” to 
Poland. 

It is also stipulated in the pre-armistice 
agreement of the United States, Britain 
and the Soviet that the borders of Ger- 
many were to be those “as existing on 
December 31, 1937.” 

Because of the persistent policy of 
our Washington administrations never 
to take any positive position which con- 
flicts with Soviet-communist claims or 
territorial acquisitions, the vivisection of 


Germany has been permitted to con- 
tinue as the primary cause of all the 
problems in Europe. 

Our loquacious leftists, also many of 
the verbose neo-righteous political mis- 
fits, prate about and proclaim the prin- 
ciple of self-determination and self-rule 
by all people in the world, except, of 
course, the Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians, 
people in the Baltic states and the mil- 
lions of Germans in the Soviet-occupied 
part of their country. 

Anyone with the mentality of a moron 
knows that the Kissinger-Nixon trek to 
the capital of the communist cult will 
avail exactly nothing for the remnants 
of the free world. Quoting the late un- 
lamented Franklin D. Roosevelt: “It 
seems hopeless to get the Soviet to 
change their methods.” 



LEGAL versus LAWFUL 


By Lucille E. Moran 


A FRIEND, who is a nationally 
known figure, recently described 
herself to me as a Loyal Ameri- 
can. While that might seem to be about 
as nice a thing as anyone could say 
about oneself without being objection- 
able, I nonetheless took exception for 
several reasons. Foremost among them 
was that Marion (that’s not her real 
name) had phrased her remark to in- 
sinuate that while her “loyalty” was in 
great shape that mine wasn’t quite up to 
snuff. 

After I had let her state her case at 


some length, I opened my defense in her 
own words by describing myself as a 
Loyal American, since I am known as 
one who stands up for myself and my 
principles and have no trouble spotting 
the ways people will try insulting others 
by word or deed. I was not angered by 
Marion's pious self-appraisal for I have 
never accepted her political premises 
anyway and have therefore known that 
this situation left no room for argument 
between us. Instead, I used her attempt 
to insult me as an invitation to adjust 
her off-target reasoning. 


Winter, 1972 


31 



Marion is ill-equipped to stand up for 
political principles since she commits 
the common error of failing to make a 
firm distinction between what is “legal'’ 
and what is “lawful.” This in turn traps 
her into the misbelief that all practices 
and procedures that pass under the name 
of law must be holy and not mischief, 
therefore. I soon silenced her objections 
to my political stance by defining my 
terms and drawing her attention to the 
dire consequences that can result from 
the failure to make proper distinctions. 
It went something like this: 

There is only one law of this land. 
It is not a thing, not a fixture, but a 
series of lawful steps or procedures to 
insure even-handed justice and a fair 
shake for everyone. It is known as due 
process or due course of law. Without 
Due Process there is nothing to safe- 
guard your life, your liberty or your 
property from being summarily taken 
from you because otherwise everything 
is done by power-plays in an atmos- 
phere of fear and favor. These are the 
conditions where might has' replaced 
right. 

Legal But Not Lawful 

How the unholy mischief that passes 
under the name of law gets on the books 
and why it is planted there is suggested 
by Key No. 73 of Miranda v. State of 
Arizona, 86 S. Ct., 1602 (1966) which 
reads, “Where rights secured by the Con- 
stitution are involved, there can be no 
rule making or legislation which would 
abrogate them.” Despite this, the rights 
to Due Process secured to you by the 
Articles in Amendment to the U.S. Con- 
stitution can be “legally” wiped out 
by passing “enabling legislation” (com- 
monly known as statute “law”) or by 
judicial or executive rule making . . . 
that is, if you fail to put up a fight be- 
cause you are too trusting and fail to 
question in your own mind or make 
positive distinctions. 

Anything under the sun can be made 


“legal” by these political tricks, but that 
doesn’t make them lawful. The only law- 
ful legislation or rule making is that 
which sustains Constitutional guaran- 
tees, not those calculated to defeat them. 

If you fancy yourself a loyal Ameri- 
can because you feel obliged to dance to 
every piece of enabling legislation or 
judicial drivel devised to “psyche” you 
into submissiveness, you may indeed be 
loyal, but one thing is sure, your loyal- 
ties are misplaced. You have, instead, 
been hoodwinked by one of the oldest 
dodges in the world that has, since an- 
tiquity, separated the naive and gullible 
from the wise and discerning. An old 
Chinese proverb which says, “The more 
laws, the more thieves” refers to those 
who would first steal our rights in order 
to next filch our purses. 

Power For Special People 

Merely by consenting to the non- 
sense that some people come better 
equipped than others for political power 
and authority is to lay yourself wide 
open to the curbing, diminishing and 
controlling of your Natural (common) 
Law rights, entitlements and immuni- 
ties. And if you buy their ideas, you 
show you have been maneuvered into 
denying, among other things, the prin- 
ciples that such essential qualities are un- 
alienable and inhering in the human di- 
mension and hence unabridgeable. 

And, by further showing you have 
been conditioned to react with signal 
responses to any fraud or deception that 
artful and designing men launch in the 
name and language of “law,” you have 
forfeited every valid reason for criticiz- 
ing the atrocities committed as expres- 
sion of loyalty under Germany’s Third 
Reich. Everything the German people 
did during that era had been made per- 
fectly “legal” by enabling legislation. 

Closer to home, but unfortunately less 
familiar to 20th Century Americans, is 
the fact that the real issue underlying 
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the War for Independence against Great 
Britain was to prevent enabling legisla- 
tion and rule making becoming ac- 
cepted as law to “legally” but unlawfully 
trample the Natural (common) Law of 
the Land (Due Process). Although 
“taxation without representation” was a 
popular cry, it was only one example 
of the “ . . . long train of abuses and 
usurpations ...” 

The Colonists Were Aware 

Colonial Americans were a shrewd 
and wary lot. They sized up their pre- 
dicament and decided it was only what 
might be expected eventually under the 
psychological proposition of an en- 
trenched ruling class condescending to 
members of the body politics as their 
political unequals and inferiors. 

This had led to the arrangement 
whereby “political inferiors” were ex- 
pected to display their dependency by 
asking their ‘betters’ to grant them leave 
on such matters as public statements, 
financial undertakings and political en- 
terprise. But, when taxes were imposed 
on the Colonists without their consent in 
direct contradiction to the “grand and 
fundamental principle of the British Con- 
stitution that no freeman should be sub- 
jected to any tax to which he has not 
given his consent in person or by proxy 



. . . ” (Braintree Resolves 1765), they 
did not confuse the cause with the ef- 
fects. They say it as a means to “legally” 
but arbitrarily extort tribute for royal 
“credentials” by enabling legisladon 
(which Jefferson aptly phrased “pre- 
tended legislation” in the Bill of Com- 
plaints section of the Declaration of In- 
dependence). And by first inspecting 
and then challenging the specious rea- 
sons men will use to create the impres- 
sion they are endowed with better poli- 
tical “credentials” than others, the War 
against Dependency became a full- 
fledged ATTACK on the idea of one 
man, one group or one association of 
men inflicting themselves as a RULING 
CLASS over other members of the body 
politic on a basis of “credentials.” 

Members of the present-day body 
politic have been reluctant to exercise 
or stand up for the independencies and 
liberties that high principled men wrested 
for their posterity 200 years ago because 
they have been deliberately misled into 
believing that the American scheme of 
self-government is only a minor varia- 
tion of British Court Rule instead of a 
180 degree turnabout therefrom. 

Don’t waste time whining about such 
revolting developments as the years of 
enabling legislation and the phony rule 
making that tax and repress your liber- 
ties and freedoms, but take a hard look 
at those who strike the pose as your 
“glorious leaders” and challenge their 
claims about holding better political 
“credentials” for public offices than the 
upright members of the body politic 
they pretend are their “inferiors.” 

Under the political psychology of this 
Nation’s self-government mandate, the 
body politic is supreme and is itself the 
State (government). And. to insure that 
it be a government of laws and not of 
men, there are NO Constitutional pro- 
visions for setting up a Ruling Class or 
political Elite to whose whims you must 
defer as an obedient subject to show 
your “loyalty.” 
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Is Your Job 
Making You 
Sick? 

By Irwin Ross, Ph.D. 

I F YOUR JOB seems physically ex- 
hausting, it may not be the work 
that’s tiring but the worry. 

Men fascinated by their jobs have 
labored 10 hours a day, six days a week 
for years without ill effect. 

But work that seems purposeless cre- 
ates job fatigue — -nervous tension that 
can make you chronically tired or even 
sick. 

Job fatigue is basically unrelated to 
salary and can affect anyone: artists, 
executives, white collar workers, blue 
collar workers, housewives, and even 
children. 

Actor Sterling Hayden, a star in a 
field where success comes hard, had 
good looks, fame, prestige, and a top 
bracket income. 

But several years ago he set sail with 
his four children for the South seas 
on a 100-foot schooner, abandoning a 
$160,000 a year film career. 



He stated that he was brought up on 
the sea and respected the people and 
goals of the sea-faring life. He had 
drifted into acting for the money, but 
always hated it and regarded Hollywood 
as a world of tinsel and sham. 

Work satisfaction is an intensely per- 
sonal thing that has to do with inner 
needs and aspirations. 

For instance, many actors, unlike 
Hayden, love their profession. Reaction 
to various occupations depends almost 
entirely on the individual. 

That is why Bill is happy doing a rou- 
tine job on a factory assembly line while 
Joe who works next to him hates it; that 
is why Mary goes contentedly about her 
duties as a housewife while Ann next 
door is irritable and discontented; that 
is why Don proudly views his $40,000 
corporation job as a tangible proof of 
success while Pete who makes an equal 
amount doing similar work feels frus- 
trated and trapped. 

And that is why people with jobs that 
may seem disagreeable, such as garbage 
collectors and nuns who work with ter- 
minally ill patients, can cheerfully labor 
at their tasks for years. 

Such people see their jobs as part of 
a life plan of accomplishment. 

For the nun the motivation is relig- 
ious. She believes so strongly that her 
labors will be rewarded in the life here- 
after that she views her work, not as de- 
pressing, but as an opportunity to serve 
God. 

The garbage collector or the man who 
works happily on the assembly line finds 
his satisfaction outside of work. For 
some it is a home which they enjoy fix- 
ing up; maybe a nicer home than their 
parents had. For others it is a variety of 
things: club or labor union activities, 
volunteer work, even in some cases 
something as simple as a pipe or stamp 
collection. 

The housewife who suffers from job 
fatigue is the one who feels her services 
are not valued. 

A woman knows that she is needed 
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when her children are young and in 
diapers. But as they grow up she begins 
to wonder. Teen-agers are often ex- 
tremely critical of their mothers. Also, 
at this stage in life, the husband may 
seem more interested in his work or 
hobbies than in his wife. 

The college-educated woman may be 
particularly susceptible to job fatigue be- 
cause the personal qualities she has been 
taught to value are intellectual ones. 

Her college-educated husband may 
unconsciously share her attitude towards 
her domestic duties. 

Children suffer job fatigue when their 
efforts at school always seem to meet 
with failure. Success at something like 
music or art or sports can give a child 
the determination to keep trying when 
he seems to be failing academically. 

Much job fatigue results from the fact 
that people drift into occupations with- 
out really knowing what they are doing. 

If changing jobs is not possible or 
retraining impractical the person could 
find satisfaction outside his work. 

One 50-year-old rug salesman’s atti- 
tude towards life completely changed 
after he started working with a troop 
of boy scouts through his church. 

In business and industry, job fatigue 
shows itself in absenteeism, long lunch 
hours, and tardiness. 

The problem is compounded when it 
comes from a feeling that the path to 
promotion is blocked. In fact, the man 
suffering from job fatigue is often the 
first to be fired in a work force reduc- 
tion. 

Job fatigue often goes unrecognized 
and some who have it become hypo- 
chondriacs, taking too many vitamins or 
going from doctor to doctor looking for 
ailments that don’t exist. 

But the exhaustion that accompanies 
it is not imaginary. 

Body chemistry is affected when nerv- 
ous tension, unrelated to physical ac- 
tivity, reaches a high degree of intensity. 
The adrenal glands pour out the hor- 
mones, adrenalin and noradrenalin, as 
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well as cortisone and other steroids. 

Indeed, nervous tension is the great 
exhaustion-producer — in the home, at 
school, and especially on the job. 

If you suffer from job fatigue, don’t 
expect your friends and family to know 
it. They are not trained to recognize it, 
and their goals may be different from 
yours. Outsiders may even envy you at 
at job that is making you miserable. 

But if your exhaustion suddenly van- 
ishes on a fishing trip, or on vacation, 
you may be suffering from job fatigue. 

If that is the case, and if you are go- 
ing to be happy, you should take a hard 
look at your occupation. You should 
ask yourself: “Does my work reward 
me on my own terms?” 

If the answer is no, if you feel cer- 
tain your fatigue is chronic and not just 
temporary, you should try to seek a new 
career. 

In the present job market, where in 
many fields demand exceeds supply, that 
may not be as hard as you think. Men 
and women of all ages, and especially 
under 50, are making drastic changes 
every day. 

Putting yourself through a vocational 
testing program may give you just the 
direction and incentive you need. 

But if you find you are stymied in 
your career, you must seek satisfying 
and enjoyable activities outside of work: 
ones that will meet your individual need 
for a feeling of purpose and accomplish- 
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By Drew L. Smith 

Member of the Louisiana Bar, New Orleans 


J OHN C. CALHOUN, the greatest 
exponent of States’ Rights who ever 
lived, once said: “Nothing can be 
more unfounded and false than the 
prevalent opinion that all men are born 
equal for it rests upon the assumption 
of a fact which is contrary to universal 
observation.” 

Of course Calhoun was right. From 
the very beginning of the history of man- 
kind there has been not only an enor- 
mous difference in the natural abilities 
of individual men, but in addition to 
that a clearly discernible inequality of 
the human races. Indeed, nowhere has 
this been more manifest than in the tre- 
mendous differences and achievements 
of the Caucasian and Negro races. 

Apparently the profound disparity 
between the performance of these two 
races is grounded upon certain inherent 
racial characteristics which makes it 
impossible for the Negro race to think 
creatively with the vision and sustain- 
ing power that is required to develop 
and perpetuate a civilization. 


Thomas Dixon, Jr., the well known 
novelist and student of races, expressed 
this failure of the Negro to create or 
progress in the following vivid language: 

“The Negro has held the continent 
of Africa since the dawn of history, 
crunching diamonds beneath his feet. 
Yet he never picked one up from the 
dust until a White man showed him its 
light. His land swarmed with powerful 
and docile animals, yet he never built a 
harness, cart or sled. In a land of stone 
and timber, he never carved a block, 
sawed a foot of lumber or built a house 
save of broken sticks and mud, and for 
four thousand years he gazed upon the 
sea, yet never dreamed of a sail.” 

The record of history irrefutably 
shows that when the Negro is left to him- 
self, he remains in a primitive state, un- 
affected by the progress of the rest of 
mankind, until he is drawn into their 
civilization. 

The Negro has now been in America 
for over 30Q years. Has his close con- 
tact with the Caucasian race during 
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these centuries raised his level of intel- 
ligence to that of the White race, and if 
so, to what extent has the intelligence 
of the White race been lowered in the 
process? The answers to these questions 
are inextricably related to the whole 
problem of racial integration. 

As long ago as 1829 tests were car- 
ried on comparing White and Negro 
intelligence. A test made by Young ap- 
pearing in the Journal of Comparative 
Psychology set forth the results of a 
mental examination of 282 White and 
Negro children in Louisiana with the 
grading being calculated on the basis 
of color. 

The results showed that the degrees 
of intelligence extended downward from 
the White through the lighter Negroes 
to the blackest of that race, with the 
lighter Negroes averaging 19.7% more 
intelligent than the black Negroes. 

Davenport and Steggerda in their 
book Race Crossing in Jamaica pub- 
lished the results of a study made by 
them on pure White, part Whites and 
pure Negroes. They found the races dif- 
fered in mental capacity expressing 
themselves as follows: 

“It seems to us that the outcome of 
the present studies is so clear as to war- 
rant the conclusion that they put the 
burden of proof on the shoulders of 
those who would deny fundamental dif- 
ferences, on the average, in the mental 
capabilities of Gold Coast Negroes and 
Europeans.” 

In a work entitled Applied Eugenics 
written by Popenoe & Johnson and pub- 
lished in 1918, we find reference made 
to a study by G. O. Ferguson of a test 
given to 486 White and 421 Negro 
students with the following results: 

Full Blooded Negroes scored 69.2% 
as high as Whites. 

Three Quarter Negroes scored 73.0% 
as high as Whites. 

One Half Negroes scored 81.2% as 
high as Whites. 

One Quarter Negroes scored 91.8% 


as high as Whites. 

With respect to skin color, G. O. Fer- 
guson, in The Psychology of the Negro, 
comparing various Negro groups found 
the lighter colored Negroes superior to 
the darker, and concluded intelligence 
increased as the degree of White inter- 
mixture increased. 

In his study Intelligence Testing by 
Rudolph Pintner, published in 1931, he 
concludes in his summarization of many 
tests made upon Whites and Negroes by 
himself and others that: 

“All results show the Negro decidedly 
inferior to the White on standard intel- 
ligence tests.” 

He states further in his conclusions 
that, 

“These results are sufficiently numer- 
ous and consistent to point to a racial 
difference in intelligence.” 

Results of the Army Beta test given 
by the United States Army to 386,196 
illiterate soldiers in World War I showed 
Negro draftees to be “inferior to Whites 
on all types of tests used in the Army.” 
Additionally, tests were conducted upon 
pure Negroes, mulattoes and quadroons. 
It was found that “the lighter groups 
made better scores.” 

Higher Average I. Q. 

S. M. Derrick, in A Comparative 
Study of Intelligence of seventy-five 
White and fifty-five Negro college stu- 
dents by the Stanford Revision of the 
Binet-Simon Scale, found Negro intelli- 
gence compared with that of Whites as 
follows : 

“The Negro college students are 
older than the White; and according to 
chronological age he is more retarded. 
The White college students have a high- 
er average I. Q. than that of the 
Negroes, their average being nine points 
higher.” 

James R. Patrick concluded in A Study 
of Ideals, Intelligence and Achieve- 
ments of Negroes and Whites (1925): 

“that the marked difference between 
the intelligence of the Negro and that 
of the White, as found by other investi- 
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gators, has been borne out by the results 
obtained in this study, the Whites being 
superior.” 

Joseph Peterson and Lyle H. Lanier 
authored a book in 1929 entitled Studies 
in the Comparative Abilities of Whites 
and Negroes. They discovered that 
among numerous adults tested of similar 
background that, 

“the outstanding results of the tests 
revealed an enormous and reliable su- 
periority of Whites over Negroes in 
every test made.” 

In 1919, D. Starch, in his work, Edu- 
cational Psychology, citing some results 
of investigations of the relation of learn- 
ing in school subjects to intelligence dis- 
covered that, 

“all experimental results point in the 
direction that practice does not equalize 
abilities. The gifted individuals profit 
more, both relatively and absolutely, 
than the less gifted. This experimental 
fact is one of the most profound bits 
of evidence regarding the whole patterns 
of heredity and environment.” 

Recent Test Results 

With respect to World War II, A. M. 
Shuey comments on Negro intelligence 
in the Armed Forces in The Testing of 
Negro Intelligence (1958) as follows: 

“Negroes appear to be farther below 
Whites on the Army General Classifica- 
tion Test in World War I than they 
were on the combined Alpha and Beta 
scale in World War II.” 

She further remarks that, 

“in a long variety of tests from 
Strong in 1913 to Hess in 1955 in which 
Negro and White intelligence was com- 
pared, the colored averaged consistently 
below the Whites. 

The author goes on to make a final 
conclusion from these findings that they, 

“all point to the presence of some 
native differences between Negroes and 
Whites as determined by intelligence 
tests.” 

The investigations of Public School 
Conditions in the District of Columbia 


covered in a report of the Subcommittee 
of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia in 1957 clearly reveals the 
mental inferiority of the Negro students. 

Concerning the advisability of racial 
admixture, E. M. East and D. F. Jones 
in their work, Inbreeding and Outbreed- 
ing, state the following: 

“there is frankly, no such thing as 
racial assimilation. There is only racial 
amalgamation. Assimiliation implies that 
a parent stock may absorb another and 
make the second over like it. This is 
impossible. There is always hybridiza- 
tion. The resultant of a mixture cannot 
rise higher, biologically speaking, than 
the source of the lower strains going 
into the new product.” 

Lesson of History 

The record of history is clear. The 
Negro mental inferiority has invariably 
slowed down, reduced to a halt, and re- 
versed the material progress of every 
White civilization wherein the Negro has 
formed any substantial part of the pop- 
ulation. This tragic situation was 
brought about in every instance through 
the racial integration and final amalga- 
mation of the White and Negro races. 

Such a process of racial integration is 
going on today. Unless it is stopped, 
racial amalgamation will eventually re- 
sult in producing a process of retro- 
gression. This will not only end in the 
destruction of Caucasion civilization in 
this country, but the very independence 
of this nation will be lost, in the face 
of other world powers forging ahead 
through the homogeneity of their White 
populations, unaffected to any extent by 
racial minorities. 

When this fact becomes clear to the 
people, they will either have to express 
themselves in irresistible numbers to re- 
verse the trend toward racial integra- 
tion, or face in the ultimate, a retro- 
graded and chaotic society in which both 
the White race and the Negro race will 
have lost not only their racial identity, 
but their freedom as individuals as well. 
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Paying 


Forets Crimes 


By Taylor Caldwell 


N EWSPAPER editors’ concern 
for the “victims” of My Lai 
is very commendable. How- 
ever, I am doing research on the results 
of the trials of Allied “war-criminals” 
for far more heinous crimes against hu- 
manity committed by America and her 
allies during Roosevelt’s War. When 
were “Judgment in Washington” trials 
held? I can’t seem to find any informa- 
tion of Truman and Roosevelt, et al., 
being prosecuted for their enormous 
crimes against mankind during that war 
laughingly called “World War II.” Can 
anyone help me? 

Who were the judges at the “Judg- 
ment in Washington” trials? What were 
the penalties enforced on America and 
her “allies?” What were the reparations 
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When she gets her dander up about 
things, she takes to her typewriter and 
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world traveled and famous for her 
research to back up her opinions, 
whether you assent or dissent to her 
views, after reading this article you’ll 
have to agree she has the courage to 
match her convictions and doesn’t 
mind pointing the finger. 


we had to pay? How many U.S. Army, 
Marine and Air Force officers were im- 
prisoned or executed for their murder 
of millions of helpless women and chil- 
dren during that war, as German 
war criminals were imprisoned or 
prosecuted? 

Eisenhower Not Prosecuted 

Was General Eisenhower prosecuted 
for sending to Russia over a million 
men, women and children in cattle-cars, 
who had fled the Russian hordes to the 
West during that war? (He cutely called 
it “Operation Keelhaul,” meaning mur- 
der.) He commanded American troops 
to load these innocent people — remem- 
ber, over a million of them — into cattle- 
cars to be shipped to Russian prison 
camps. Mercifully, nearly all of them 
died of hunger and thirst and cold and 
exposure before the Russian murderers 
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could get their hands on them. Some 
took refuge in Christian churches. 
American soldiers were commanded to 
bayonet those women and children who 
clung desperately to the altars and re- 
fused to move. Have these spldiers been 
imprisoned or prosecuted? 

The American command was ordered 
to let Russian troops into Berlin first. 
Those savages then dragged down all 
females from the age of 3 to 80 in the 
Berlin subways and raped and tortured 
those little ones, their mothers and their 
grandmothers. Who were the officers in 
Washington who gave that command and 
who were prosecuted and imprisoned 
for this horrible crime? Did Roosevelt 
shoot himself in 1945 because he knew 
vengeance, either on the part of gov- 
ernment or God was closing in on him? 
(Oh, yes, he did indeed kill himself, 
children!) 

What were the names of American 
officials who were prosecuted, impris- 
oned or executed for ordering the 
murder of over a quarter of a million 
women, young children and nuns in 
Dresden, in February, 1945, in the open 
and undefended city of Dresden, Ger- 
many? Our flyers, and their “noble 
allies,” murderers all, flew over that city 
and bombed it and burned it with na- 
palm. (Tears, anybody?) Those poor 
creatures had filled the streets to cele- 
brate, as well as they could in wartime, 
the beginning of Lent. (Do I hear some- 
one sobbing? No?). 

Fishing Villages Smashed 

I was in Italy shortly after Roose- 
velt’s dreadful war against mankind. I 
saw scores of little Italian fishing vil- 
lages smashed to atoms on the west 
coast, especially, and there had been no 
soldiers there — Italy had already sur- 
rendered — and they were occupied only 
by old men, women, children and babies, 
who scratched in the fields and fished 
for food and starved. American flyers 
were merciful, however. They “strafed” 
those villages and death put an end to 


the suffering of the people — our bombs 
were very efficient. Is anyone crying for 
those thousands of anonymous little vil- 
lages who were no threat to anyone? 
No, I guess not. Was this brought up in 
“Judgment in Washington?” 

I saw thousands of little starving 
children begging on the streets of Italy, 
crippled and blinded and often legless 
and armless, while in our PX stores the 
fat American women and their military 
husbands staggered out laden with looted 
treasures of the Italian people. I saw 
these monsters kick aside the little Italian 
children who begged for a morsel of 
bread or meat. (I’d like to have kicked 
them back, but with steel in my shoes!) 
I saw little Italian girls not even in pu- 
berty, trying to sell themselves to Amer- 
ican soldiers for a chocolate bar, and 
often succeeding. Who is going to 
avenge these innocents? You who weep 
for My Lai — are you weeping for these, 
also? I bet you’re not! 

I saw this same thing in Munich and 
Salzburg. But this time I did something 
about it, remembering Americans’ 
crimes against tens of millions of inno- 
cents. I took a whole parade of clean 
and starving German children into a 
fat PX American store, full of rich 
goodies for swollen American wives and 
children of American soldiers, and I 
announced that these children would be 
fed at once, at my expense, at the prices 
charged those American brutes, or I 
would do something quite violent about 
it. They were fed. The major in charge 
looked sheepish, and then agreed with 
me that it was a “crime.” 

He said to me, “To the victor belong 
the spoils, you know,” and I said yes, 

I know. I saw what American troops, 
and their wives, did in Germany and 
Austria, and how they robbed the people 
and brutalized them. It’s a whole story 
in itself, children, and I am ashamed 
that America had fallen so low, almost 
as low as the Russians. (Why are we 
(Continued on Page 60) 
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An American Speaks Out 
on the Middle East 


President Richard M. Nixon P.O. Box 137 

The White House Southbury, Conn. 06488 

Washington, D. C. June 5, 1972 

Dear Mr. President: 

In my files is a letter from you thanking me for my service, much of it 
full time, as chairman of the Volunteers for Nixon during your campaign 
for the Presidency. Shortly after your renomination, I shall be explaining 
to the newspapers why this time I shall be campaigning actively for your 
defeat. It seems only proper that I state to you the reasons for my defec- 
tion. 

I count myself a reasonably patriotic American. In World War II, I 
served overseas for three years — in my concluding assignment, directing 
psychological warfare operations on General Dwight D. Eisenhower’s 
Supreme Headquarters staff in Europe. But today I find myself ashamed of 
the position of my country in the Middle East. 

I have walked through Egyptian hospitals and seen row on row of beds 
of little children, their bodies burned black by American-made napalm 
dropped from American-built planes in claimed “defense” of Israel. I 
have sat in shelters in a dozen refugee camps in Gaza and the West Bank, 
in Jordan and in Lebanon, hearing at first-hand the accounts of Palestinian 
Arabs who have been ruthlessly forced from the land upon which they 
and their forefathers had lived for hundreds of years, driven into cruel 
exile by an alien army recruited in Europe and America. In its endless 
pursuit of ever-widening “secure borders,” that army, more powerful today 
than ever, and endowed with American material and financial support, 
has by pure aggression increased Israel’s land area 18-fold from the Peel 
Commission plan, 4-fold in the 1967 Six Day War alone. 

I have talked with United Nations personnel who have reported their 
proven findings of brutal physical torture of Arab prisoners in Israel. 
I have talked with personnel of the International Red Cross in Geneva 
who confirm that they are not allowed to interview those who are thus 
being “detained and interrogated.” I have talked with a leading Israel 
lawyer who charges that 80% of all prisoners are tortured. I have talked 
with the foreign press corps in Israel who complain that they haven’t 
been allowed inside an Israel prison for more than two years, that every 
word they write is subject to the strictest censorship and nothing critical 
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is allowed to be sent out. I have talked with Jewish members of the Israel 
League for Human and Civil Rights and have seen their terrifying sta- 
tistics of human torture, of mass demolition of Arab homes and whole- 
sale deportation of the indigenous population — all gross violations of the 
Third and Fourth Geneva Conventions. Only two months ago the United 
Nations Human Rights Commission passed a resolution charging Israel 
with war crimes against the population of the occupied territories. Your 
administration has chosen to ignore this overwhelming mass of evidence. 
The knowledge that my country’s moral and material support of this 
politico /military monster is all that keeps it going is a matter of shame 
and embarrassment to me, Mr. President. 

When the Israel press can boast as it has done that Mrs. Meir can 
come to this country whenever her government’s excesses cause grumbling 
in Washington, and sweet talk you and your administration into granting 
her every wish, I am ashamed of my country, Mr. President. When I read 
in the London Times, in an article by a long-time U.S. Foreign Service 
officer, that appointments and promotions to Middle East desk posts in 
our State Department must be approved by American Zionists, I am 
ashamed of my country, Mr. President. 

When I read in the Jerusalem press a statement by a senior Israeli gov- 
ernment official that “we know that we can take care of the Arabs, but we 
need to know whether the United States can take care of the Russians,” I 
am heartily ashamed of the part I played in helping to elect an Adminis- 
tration that deliberately allows this renegade member of the world com- 
munity to lead us inexorably down the road to the ultimate disaster of a 
nuclear confrontation with the Soviets. 

Senators Beholden to Zionists 

When I read that you have pliantly acted in accordance with Congres- 
sional “resolutions” calling upon you to give all-out support to Israel, 
however intransigent it may be and however defiant of U.N. decisions on 
Jerusalem, and then I observe in the Congressional Quarterly the fees 
which the sponsors of the resolutions have received from Zionist sources 
for their infamous services, I weep for my country and its future. Wash- 
ington columnist Joseph Alsop reports that with one exception, “every 
liberal senator receives more than half of his campaign contributions from 
Zionist sources.” In the Forrestal Diaries, the former Secretary of Defense 
expressed his concern that “one group in this country should be permitted 
to influence our policy to the point where it could endanger our national 
security. It is a disastrous and regrettable fact that the foreign policy of 
this country is determined by contributions a particular block of special 
interests make to the party funds.” Newsweek recently reported that “100 
of the nation’s most influential Jewish leaders have announced plans to 
convene in Washington next week to push for a resumption of weapons’ 
sales to Jerusalem. In talks with top Republicans, the Jewish leaders are 
expected to underscore the importance of Jewish support for Mr. Nixon’s 
re-election next year.” It is a sad measure of the degree of our fall from 
grace that our foreign policy can now be bought for a few shekels. 
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Your “even-handedness” toward the Arabs may provoke smiles at the 
United Nations, but to the Arab Middle East it is far from a joke. I predict 
that an oil-short United States will within a scant five years pay a huge 
price for the fantastically-inept foreign policy with which your Adminis- 
tration has indulged itself in that area of the world. Virtually every Ameri- 
can ambassador stationed in the Middle East since 1943 warned explicitly 
against backing Zionism because it was the Achilles heel through which 
the Soviets would advance their interests in the area. You would do well 
to recall John F. Kennedy’s admonition that “American partisanship in the 
Arab-Israel conflict is dangerous both to the United States and the free 
world.” Contrast your position with that of Dwight Eisenhower who, in 
1956, unhesitatingly put principle above politics and ordered not only 
Israel but a powerful Britain and France to surrender what they had seized 
in the Middle East. I respectfully remind you that he left office honored 
by the entire world. How would he judge your policy today? 

Equally lamentable is your persistent refusal to acknowledge the exist- 
ence of the Palestinian Arabs and to give your support to their efforts to 
bring some kind of order out of the chaos. Ignoring the obvious fact that 
Suez Canal, Sharm el-Shaik, Jerusalem and the Golan Heights are simply 
peripheral problems which will never be solved until the basic problem of 
Palestinian nationalism is solved, you and your Administration have four 
times rejected overtures made on behalf of a representative group of re- 
sponsible Palestinians. 

Over the past year, I have had occasion frequently to applaud and 
support your domestic economic policies in my radio and television com- 
mentaries. In that area you have done an excellent job. Why, then, am I 
not going to support you in the coming campaign? Because I am con- 
vinced that if you continue your present foreign policy of blind support 
for Israel which in the U.N. has isolated us from the rest of the world 
community, there won’t be any United States, economically sound or other- 
wise. With consummate skill and cunning, the Israel government which we 
have imposed upon the people of the Middle East is turning its conflict 
with the Arabs into a confrontation between our country and Russia. If 
they cannot have their own way, they are quite prepared to spark an Arma- 
geddon which will destroy us all. 

Perhaps future scholars researching your official papers will discover 
the reasons which have impelled you to adopt policies so contrary to our 
country’s best interests in the Middle East. Certainly those reasons are not 
now apparent. When the American dollar was in its deepest trouble abroad, 
Bank Leumi of Israel made a financial killing trading millions of U.S. dol- 
lars for German marks for its own account. On what grounds does your 
Administration justify handing them hundreds of millions of additional 
dollar credits? The over-enthusiastic receptions given Prime Minister 
Meir by your Administration stand in marked contrast to the reception 
given American citizens in Israel — The American consul in Jerusalem has 
confirmed to me that incidental to the constant rioting which reflects the 
inner turmoil in Israeli society, in a recent single week the consulate re- 
ceived more than fifty complaints from American citizens who had been 
beaten up and/or imprisoned without charges by the Israeli police. 
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Why are we giving Israel such blind support? To save the Middle East 
from Communism? But it is Israel which has brought a Communist pres- 
ence into the area. Because it is our policy to support democratic re- 
gimes? What is democratic about a regime which is bound by its “funda- 
mental” laws to discriminate against people, not because they are Chris- 
tians or Muslims, but simply because they are not Jews? What is demo- 
cratic about a country with a parliament not one member of which has 
been elected by the people but whose members are instead appointed to 
their posts by political party bosses? What is democratic about a regime 
in which the Sephardic Jews who constitue 60% of the total population 
are “represented” by only 15% of the parliamentary seats? What is demo- 
cratic about a system which uses our dollar credits and tax-deductible 
United Jewish Appeal funds to support a growing body of “fat cats” 
living a life of luxury while thousands of their Sephardic Jewish and 
Arabic citizens exist in unspeakable slum conditions? 

Jews Owe Loyalty Only to Israel 

In the refugee camps, two million displaced Palestinians who believed 
Wilson’s Fourteen Points, who believed the Covenant of the League of 
Nations, who believed the Charter of the United Nations— all of which 
guaranteed them their freedom and independence — wait and hope pathet- 
ically for justice from what was once the greatest nation on earth, appar- 
ently unaware that that nation has become a dancing bear, responding 
dumbly to the commands given it directly by the government of Israel 
and indirectly through a potent Fifth Column which operates here in 
America and which gives blind obedience to the Zionist credo that all 
Jews everywhere owe national loyalty to Israel, a loyalty which is en- 
joined upon “the Jewish people” everywhere by the so-called “Status 
Law” enacted by the Knesset in 1952. What is our world image in the 
light of the recent Zionist announcement that in the year 1971, more than 

10.000 “refugee” American Jews “fled” to Israel to escape persecution, 
their passage paid by the Jewish Agency from tax-deductible American 
“charitable” contributions to the United Jewish Appeal? Why do we re- 
main docile while an alien state thus subverts our American Jewish com- 
munity? 

Our government, owing $430 billion and with a huge present and 
future deficit hanging like an albatross around its neck, has just agreed to 
plunge itself into debt by spending an additional $85 million dollars it does 
not have to finance the emigration of Soviet Jews to Israel. The bitter 
opposition by American Zionists to Senate Bill 1872 which would grant 

30.000 special visas to such emigres to enter the United States unmasks 
the theatrical hand-wringing over the alleged persecution of Jews in 
Russia, revealing it as simply a political scheme to build the population 
of Israel. “If the Soviet Jews won’t go to Israel,” say the Zionists, “let 
them rot in Russia.” If we fall for this scheme, we don’t need a President 
— what we need is a conservator. 
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Our newspapers abound with pathetic appeals for desperately-needed 
money to provide food, clothing and shelter for refugees who have “fled” 
to Israel. But when the government of Uganda ousted the 450-member 
Israeli diplomatic and military mission, charging it with subversion and 
stealing (which suggests that the unsophisticated Ugandians are a lot 
smarter than your Administration which has meekly permitted the Israelis 
to engage in open political activity in this country in deliberate defiance 
of the terms of the 1951 Treaty of Commerce, Friendship and Navigation 
and the Foreign Agents Registration Act), it was disclosed that Israel had 
lent $25 million of our money to Uganda. What idiots we are, pouring 
our own and our grandchildren’s hard-earned dollars into the ever-present 
tin cup so that Israel can lend it out at high interest rates! What is needed 
is a Congressional appropriation to pay for having our collective heads 
examined. 

In summary, Mr. President, I find your Middle East policy intolerable. 
That is why I shall work vigorously for your defeat, giving the widest 
possible dissemination to my reasons. The defection may be of small con- 
sequence, of course. On the other hand, when I was asked to serve in 
your campaign, someone must have assumed that I was capable of influ- 
encing others. I shall try my best to do that, hoping that thereby I may 
help my country regain some measure of its self respect. 

Respectfully yours, 

Norman F. Dacey 


“ . . . but if a stable foundation is to be laid for a 
great future, one on which coming generations may 
build, ancient traditions must continue effective. 
That which we have in our blood by inheritance — 
namely wordless ideas — is the only thing which 
gives permanence to our future.” 


-Oswald Spengler 
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THE WEATHER WAR 

By Archie Scott 

Was the Rapid City flood planned? 

E verybody talks about the 
weather, but no one does any- 
thing about it. Most people 
assume that our weather is the result 
of natural causes. Or, is it? Some people 
have blamed recent unusual weather on 
nuclear explosions and air pollution. 
But few have suggested that our weather 
may actually be controlled. Following 
the Rapid City disaster last summer 
there were reports that the flood may 
have been caused by artificial seeding 
of the clouds which resulted in exces- 
sively heavy rain. There were even re- 
ports that Rapid City Mayor Donald 
Barnett had charged the flood was 
caused by cloud seeding over the Black 
Hills on Friday afternoon, June 8. The 
heavy rains came that evening. 

On June 20 this writer spoke to 
Mayor Barnett. At this time he said 
that he had been assured by Dr. Richard 
Schleusener, Director of the Institute 
of Atmospheric Sciences at the South 
Dakota School of Mines and Technolo- 
gy, that there was no relationship be- 
tween the cloud seeding and the heavy 
rains. He added that he was told that 
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the cloud seeding was not even in the 
area of Rapid City but was some dis- 
tance away. 

Richard F. Kneip, governor of South 
Dakota, assured everyone that the two 
cloud seeding operations near the Black 
Hills in no way contributed to the flood. 
“It appears that the cloud seeding ex- 
periment was also the first report of 
the storm and signalled the earliest 
warning.” He further stated, “This 
warning was a great help in getting out 
notification.” 

Rainfall has been reported as very 
heavy in the Black Hills in the weeks 
before the storm. It has also been re- 
ported that heavy thunderstorm warn- 
ings were posted for the Black Hills at 
7 p.m. on the night of the flood, but 
the extreme severity of the storm was 
unexpected. The rain fell within a rela- 
tively short period of time and was 
mostly concentrated in a small area. 
The Rapid City airport recorded 2.34 
inches of rain on the night of the flood. 
At Nemo, a small town to the north- 
west of Rapid City, seven inches of rain 
fell in six hours. 

Clark Cramer, chief meteorologist at 
the Sioux Falls office of the National 
Weather Service, said three weather 
conditions rarely occurring together 
caused the downpour. First a mass of 
moist air was located near the Black 
Hills. Then a strong wind from the 
southwest pushed the moist air against 
the hills causing this moist air to rise 
and release its moisture. Finally, he said 
the winds at the higher levels were un- 
usually light and did not disperse the 
moist air. The moist air remained over 
the area causing the torrential rainfall. 
One factor he did not mention — that, 
of course, is the possible effect of the 
cloud seeding experiments being con- 
ducted under the auspices of the Insti- 
tute of Atmospheric Sciences. 

What is the chance that the Rapid 
City flood was actually man-caused? A 
top secret document uncovered several 
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months ago indicates that our weather 
is indeed being controlled. This docu- 
ment from the Center for the Study of 
Democratic Institutions (CSDI) en- 
titled New Approaches to a World 
Community, a statement by Elizabeth 
Mann Borgese, senior fellow at the Cen- 
ter, for release on February 26, 1972, 
indicates that our climate is being con- 
trolled. This document was prepared 
for a limited audience at “The Center’s 
Convocation on United States Foreign 
Policy After the Cold War: Alterna- 
tives to Isolation.” A few statements in 
this document are especially interesting. 
As an example, a quote from page 3 of 
the draft: “Every scientific invention, ev- 
ery technological innovation can be used 
constructively or destructively. If it is 
used destructively it is a weapon: for 
example we now can not only predict 
but modify the weather and climate 
world wide or locally.” 

Some may think that this statement 
by Miss Borgese is simply boastful talk 
on the part of an insider in the con- 
spiracy. This is very unlikely. It is prob- 
able that the evil people who control 
the CSDI and who also control the 
Communist conspiracy can now control 
the weather to a certain extent. 

The CSDI, one-world think tank lo- 
cated at Santa Barbara, California, 
greatly influences U.S. policy. The or- 
ganization is loaded with members of 
the Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR) whose stated goal is a one- world 
Socialist government. 

CFR members dominate the Nixon 
administration and include such people 
as Henry Kissinger, the “unelected pres- 
ident” of the United States. 

Weather Can Be Altered 

For several years it has been possible 
to slightly alter the weather. Meteorolo- 
gists have known that by dropping pow- 
dered dry ice or silver iodide into the 
clouds they can induce or enhance pre- 
cipitation. Rain enhancement techniques 
have become increasingly more sophis- 



ticated and cloud seeding has been ap- 
plied to an ever-widening range of 
weather modification problems. 

For example, it has been reported 
that scientists on the federal “Project 
Stormfury” have seeded hurricanes in 
an attempt to disperse the storm’s 
power. 

The April 15, 1972, issue of Science 
News states that while rainfall can be 
enhanced or induced, the amount of the 
increase is limited and the cloud condi- 
tions must be right for seeding to be 
effective. 

In September, 1971, Senator Clai- 
borne Pell (D-R.I.) charged that weath- 
er modification has been practiced in 
Vietnam. He wrote the Department of 
Defense inquiring about the purpose of 
a weather modification study project. 
John S. Foster Jr., Director of Defense 
Research and Engineering, replied that 
certain aspects of work in this area were 
classified. 

Weather Is Being Controlled! 

Information appearing in the scien- 
tific journals combined with information 
in the secret report from the CSDI gives 
strong support to the guess that our 
weather is indeed being controlled. 
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There is also strong evidence other than 
these documents and the “unique” 
Rapid City flood. For example, for a 
year and a half Los Angeles and South- 
ern California have been gripped in a 
record drought. In January 1971 there 
was a heat wave that far surpassed any 
previous heat records for winters in Los 
Angeles. 

It is probable that a really extreme 
drought is planned for Southern Cali- 
fornia. While Southern California has 
been having a record drought Oregon 
and Washington have received record 
rains. It is possible that some of the 
excess rain in the north was artificially 
induced and that storms that should 
have reached Southern California were 
diverted or stopped. Most of the storms 
that normally hit Southern California 
move south down the coast so any 
action to increase rainfall to the north- 
would result in lighter rainfall in South- 
ern California. 

What can we look for in the future? 
We will undoubtedly have unusual 
weather in many parts of the United 
States and also other parts of the world. 

Weather control is still in its infancy. 
No one really knows the total effect of 
any attempt to make a major modifica- 



tion in the weather or climate of a cer- 
tain area. Those conducting the experi- 
ments may have a general idea of what 
will happen. However, those who 
change our weather are manipulating 
God’s natural laws. The effects of cer- 
tain actions can very easily be much 
more devastating or have a different 
effect than the manipulators originally 
planned. 

How ha 3 the weather been in your 
state this year? Most of this country 
has been hit by unusual weather. Could 
the Council on Foreign Relations and 
the Center for the Study of Democratic 
Institutions be waging a war against the 
American people using the weather as 
a weapon? 


NOW AVAILABLE 
The Suppressed Works of 
WYNDHAM LEWIS 

1. HITLER — The first and still the best 

full-length study of the subject ever writ- 
ten. $15.00 

2. LEFT WINGS OVER EUROPE - A pro- 

phetic work on the Coming of the Second 
World War. $15.00 

3. COUNT YOUR DEAD, THEY ARE ALIVE 

— A remarkable sequel to the above 
works. $15.00 

4. THE JEWS — A significant study. 

$ 11.00 

5. THE HITLER CULT - Written on the 
eve of the Second World War the author 
discusses the sources of Hitler’s ideas. 

$15.00 

6. PALEFACE — A study of how Western 

literature has paved the way for the de- 
struction of the White race and Western 
Culture. $11.50 

7. MASTER OF OUR TIME — A concise 

study of Wyndham Lewis’ literary con- 
tributions. $4.25 

VERY SCARCE WORKS NOW MADE 
AVAILABLE AGAIN FROM: 

Gordon Press, Publishers 
P.0. BOX 459 
BOWLING GREEN STATION 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10004 
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Public Education and the 
American Party 



By Dr. Arthur L. Cain 


B ehind all the crises 

facing public education in 
America; behind the issues of 
why Johnny can’t read, or spell or un- 
derstand history or think logically; be- 
hind the issues of prayer in the schools, 
humanistically based curriculum, and 
the lack of a strongly morally based 
educational program; behind the issues 
of tenure, ever mounting educational 
costs without an improvement in the 
product (i.e., without improvement in 
education itself) or in the results ob- 
tained for and by the individual student; 
behind the issues of campus riots, drug 
abuse, slovenliness in thought and ac- 
tion, and students, whose unkempt 
dress, demeanor and deportment reflect 
uneducation,’ intellectual stagnation 
and confused, brainwashed learning; be- 
hind the issue of the failure of our 
schools to educate the students in ac- 
cordance with the historic and classical 
definition of training, developing and 
disciplining the student mentally and 
morally; behind the issues of lack of 
discipline, permissiveness and how-to- 
do-it sex courses; behind the issues of 
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pass-fail non-grading, lack of motivation 
and failure to inspire; behind each of 
these issues lies a basic issue which only 
the American Party, of all of the polit- 
ical parties, has considered in its 1972 
platform and about which only the 
American Party has offered action 
which can ultimately lead to the reso- 
lution of the crisis and a return to and 
affirmation of our traditional and nec- 
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essary concepts of public school pur- 
pose, organization and control. 

The major crisis facing public educa- 
tion: the crisis which dominates and can 
lead, ultimately, to resolution of all the 
lesser crises and issues facing public ed- 
ucation is that of control. In America, 
we long believed in and had an educa- 
tional system which was controlled lo- 
cally, within the district, by the local 
citizens thereof. This was done through 
a locally elected school board of lay 
persons chosen by their neighbors, by 
secret ballot, to operate the local schools 
and the educational system in accor- 
dance with the precepts, desires and ob- 
jectives of the local citizens whose prop- 
erty taxes provided the major support 
for the system. 

Federal Control 

But no more. Now the State and Fed- 
eral governments, often for relatively 
small sums of money, exact increasing 
demands on the local systems, on the 
one hand, or, on the other hand, insti- 
tute control of every facet of the edu- 
cational process, directing the local 
system to dance to the piper, no matter 
how obnoxious the tune, how revolting 
or unnecessary the program to the local 
community. 

In addition, the educational estab- 
lishment, administrators and teachers 
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alike, seek, through the guise of nego- 
tiations about working conditions, to 
dictate curriculum, textbooks, class size, 
school years, hours, educational objec- 
tives, attitudes, and the results of the 
local school system, taking everything 
out of “lay” hands into the “knowing” 
hands of the professional, except of 
course, paying for it all. 

These groups and their minions in 
PTA’s, and the like, work with the 
State and Federal government to avoid 
or vitiate any kind of private or religious 
or morally-based school system which, 
in the competitive free market place, 
might receive parental support. Support 
which would come because the product, 
to wit: a truly educated graduate, a real 
person able to function and find the un- 
alienable rights of life, liberty and the 
pursuit (yes, even the realization) of 
happiness within his own being, under 
God, in the real world, was so much 
better than that presently being “gradu- 
ated’ from the public school system. 

The American Party states succinctly 
in its platform that it “fully supports 
the concept of quality education for ev- 
ery American child.” But more impor- 
tant, the American Party fully supports 
and recognizes that education is a “local 
responsibility” and stands “unalterably 
committed” to the neighborhood school 
concept and strongly opposes forced 
busing or transfer of teachers for social 
experimentation or racial balance. 

Further, in order to improve public 
education by providing an alternative 
which can ensure excellence via the 
medium of competition and the right of 
parental choice, the American Party 
supports legislation to encourage private 
schools including tax setoffs. 

And, of course, the American Party 
favors voluntary, non-denominational 
prayer and, logically as an extension 
thereof, the presence of God in the pub- 
lic schools. For without these, a moral 
education is difficult to attain and a 
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W HEN MARTHA AND 
JOHN MITCHELL moved 
into their luxurious $350,- 
000 penthouse atop the now-famous 
Watergate complex in 1969, they 
caused a mad rush of Washington so- 
cial climbers, lobbyists and assorted 
politicians to acquire residences there. 

Martha and President Nixon would 
sometimes team up — he on the piano 
and she would sing. The view from the 
top of the Watergate is panoramic. The 
Potomac curls away into the distance, 
and northern Virginia and Washington 
is at your feet. A residence, indeed, fit 
for royalty. 

At the beginning (but the prices 
have skyrocketed since then) the 
cheapest apartment was $59,000 — a 
two-bedroom suite with a tiny kitchen 
and bathroom. You see, the Watergate 
development was subsidized by the tax- 
payers, under the Urban Renewal pro- 
gram, to the extent of two thirds 
(66.66% ) with the taxpayers’ money. 

The Watergate complex is located in 
the 60-acre area of an Urban Renewal 
project that got going in 1964, at the 
time that Congressman John Dowdy 
(D-Tex.), Chairman of an Investigating 
Sub-Committee of the DC. Committee 
was intensively probing the Urban Re- 
newal programs of Washington, D.C. 
Cong. Dowdy stated at that time: “Un- 
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John Dowdy 
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der the urban renewal program, the 
lofty purpose of helping low-income 
families obtain decent housing has been 
deflected. Land-grabbing and money- 
grabbing has become the most import- 
ant end. Most of the families being dis- 
placed are Negro families, and they are 
getting a bad deal. As one Congress- 
man expressed it, this program started 
out as a slum clearance, and now is be- 
ing used for Negro clearance.” 

A Token Land Grab 

There was only token low-cost pub- 
lic housing built to accommodate only 
100 Negro families, but more than 6,- 
000 low-income Negro families were 
uprooted. These thousands, unable to 
pay the prevailing high rents, were 
forced to crowd, two or three families 
into a single family dwelling. 
This helped create the infamous Wash- 
ington slum where five, six and more 
children had to sleep in one room. 

The social uplifters claim that the 
slums of the big cities are the breeding 
grounds of crime. Ironically, the only 
Negro who could afford to live in the 
Watergate is Andrew F. Brimmer, 
member of the Federal Reserve Board. 
Paradoxically, John N. Mitchell and his 
fellow elitists at the Watergate were 
beneficiaries of Urban Renewal at the 
taxpayers’ expense. Among other recip- 
ients of Government largesse at Water- 
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gate was the defunct Democratic Na- 
tional Committee (indebtedness: $9 
million), which occupied a $60,000 
rented office suite. 

Upon assuming the attorney general- 
ship, Mitchell announced a vigorous 
program of law enforcement and gave 
his Organized Crime Task Forces wide 
authority for electronic surveillance, in- 
cluding both bugging and wire-tapping. 
One of the first victims of this new 
policy was Congressman John Dowdy 
(D-Tex.). Mitchell ordered the prose- 
cution of Dowdy for an alleged offense 
that was supposed to have occurred in 
1965, and in 1970 he secured an eight- 
count indictment against the crusading 
Texan who was exposing the graft, mal- 
feasance and prevarication attending 
the Watergate area project and of the 
whole multi-billion urban renewal bo- 
nanza nationwide. 

Instead of trying Dowdy in a Georgia 
court, under whose jurisdiction the al- 
leged offense was supposed to have 
been committed, or in Washington, 
D.C., where the alleged conspiracy was 
supposed to have been consummated, 
Attorney General Mitchell arbitrarily or- 
dered Dowdy hauled before a Federal 
court in Baltimore, Md. Retired Fed- 
eral judge Roszel C. Thomsen was re- 
called to the bench. 

Closed Court 

Thomsen’s former law clerk and pro- 
tege, Stephen S. Sachs, was U.S. Attorney 
in Baltimore, prosecuting the case. The 
transcript of the trial record shows that 
in bench conferences there was great 
chumminess between the judge and his 
former law clerk, Sachs. And on the 
few occasions that the judge ruled 
against Sachs, the latter continued to ha- 
rangue the judge until he changed his 
mind and ruled in Sachs’ favor. It is 
standard court practice for all argu- 
ments to stop after the judge rules, and 
sometimes lawyers are cited for con- 
tempt for continuing to argue the point 
after the judicial ruling. 


Barnet D. Skolnik, John G. Sakel- 
laris and Lionel E. Pashkoff completed 
the prosecuting team of three Jews and 
one Greek — roughly reflecting the 
ethnic pattern of the real estate rackets 
in Baltimore. Furthermore, the prose- 
cutors’ chief witness was a disbarred 
lawyer named Nathan H. Cohen. The 
records of the court proceedings also 
show that Cohen had repeatedly re- 
ferred to Sachs as his “friend in the 
U.S. Attorney’s office.” 

The Grand Jury was handpicked by 
the prosecutor and, of course, was not 
subject to challenge by the defense. 
And later the jury was stacked with 
people who worked for the federal gov- 
ernment, for defense contractors, or the 
relatives of such — people who could be 
easily intimidated. 

Cong. Dowdy was accused of accept- 
ing a $25,000 bribe at the Atlanta air- 
port on September 22, 1965, to block 
Federal investigation of the illegal ac- 
tivities of a now-defunct home improve- 
ment firm. Monarch Construction Co. 
of Silver Spring, Md. 

Former Monarch president, Nathan 
H. Cohen, who pleaded guilty to fraud 
charges last year, testified that he met 
Dowdy in mid-September 1965 and 
that the Congressman had agreed to 
assist him for $25,000. Cohen’s asso- 
ciate, Mervyn C. Clark, said he met the 
Congressman at the Atlanta airport and 
handed him a briefcase containing the 
money. He also pleaded guilty to a 
charge of defrauding Monarch custo- 
mers. A third prosecution witness, Juli- 
us B. Levitt, another Cohen employee, 
said he witnessed the transfer at the 
airport. Clark and Levitt could not re- 
member which one of them had carried 
the money to Atlanta, nor could they 
recall whether they had travelled to- 
gether or separately. Furthermore, Lev- 
itt could not recollect whether he had 
flown to Atlanta from Baltimore or 
from Washington, D.C. Repeatedly, the 
judge allowed the prosecutors to re- 
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freshen the memory of their “witnesses” 
when the latter had garbled their lines. 

A Smart Jew Boy 

A former business associate of Co- 
hen, Grayson Foster, testified that Co- 
hen admitted privately that he framed 
Dowdy to get himself out of trouble, 
saying: “I’m a smart little Jew boy. I 
think I got off the hook. I gave Sachs 
a congressman.” Another defense wit- 
ness, Mrs. Verna Collin (a Negress), 
Clark’s former secretary at Monarch in 
1965, testified that Clark told her he 
did not meet Dowdy at the Atlanta air- 
port. 

Cohen, Levitt and Clark gypped home- 
owners of $2>/ 2 million during the 
three-year operation of their phony 
Monarch outfit and were engaged in 
other rackets. They were allowed to go 
free for their help in building the Justice 
Department’s case against Dowdy. Both 
Cohen and Clark pleaded guilty to a 
charge of defrauding Monarch custo- 
mers and the circumstances of the case 
indicate that they had been hired by 
Mitchell’s subordinates at Justice to do 
a job on Dowdy. 

At any rate, on three occasions Co- 
hen telephoned the Congressman from 
the office of prosecutor Sachs and a 
recording was made of the conversa- 
tions, and on one occasion an FBI agent 
strapped an electronic recording device 
on Cohen’s back and escorted him to 
the door of Dowdy’s Congressional of- 
fice. 

The judge allowed all these electron- 
ically recorded conversations as evi- 
dence and even allowed the prosecutor, 
Sachs, to play back to the jury other 
tapes that were not the original ones, 
but purported copies thereof that had 
admittedly been altered. 

Courts in civilized countries do not 
admit mechanically-recorded evidence. 
An exception to this rule is made in 
U.S. courts in cases where national se- 
curity is involved. Before the judge 
granted Sachs the permission to intro- 


duce as evidence the product of Gov- 
ernment wire tapping and bugging of 
Cong. Dowdy, Attorney-General Mitch- 
ell authorized it, despite the fact that 
national security was not involved. The 
question arises: how much cutting and 
splicing, adjusting and tampering the 
original recordings had undergone be- 
fore the copy that was entered as evi- 
dence was produced? 

It is a matter of common knowledge 
among the professionals, such as those 
in the newsreel business — the sound 
engineers — in the Voice of America 
and in the extinct U.S. Office of War 
Information, that any audio-recording, 
if it is extensive enough, can be modi- 
fied and distorted to make the speakers 
appear to say anything. 

The Jig That Never Was 

One example of this technique is the 
jig, accompanied by lyrics, which 
Adolf Hitler was purported to have exe- 
cuted in June 1940 on the way to the 
Pullman car where the Franco-German 
Armistice was signed. The Office of 
War Information (sic) disseminated 
this faked “newsreel” to the news 
media in this country and abroad, and 
the U.S. Army and the U.S. Navy used 
it in indocrination classes for the re- 
cruits. But when the war was over, the 
technicians who had worked on that 
newsreel let the cat out of the bag: 
they had made a sufficient number of 
copies of an official German newsreel 
the U.S. had purchased in Lisbon, which 
showed Hitler walking towards the cel- 
ebrated railway coach and talking in a 
normal voice with his generals, and had 
skillfully fine-cut and spliced the origi- 
nal pictures and sound track to prepare 
the hilarious piece. 

An even more hilarious job of this 
sort was done by pornographic show 
specialists in Paris in 1939 showing 
Hitler and Stalin on a honeymoon; it 
was also accompanied by a perfectly 
convincing sound track. This “news- 
reel” was especially popular with the 
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British Tommies who had landed in 
France. 

All this may explain why civilized 
courts are reluctant to accept mechan- 
ically recorded evidence ... In fact, 
court reporters must take down the pro- 
ceedings of a trial, either in shorthand 
or stenotype. 

Attorney General Mitchell personally 
authorized the use of wiretapping and 
bugging equipment in a gambling con- 
spiracy case (just as he had done in 
the Dowdy case). Recently, Federal 
Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr. in the 
U.S. District Court in Richmond, grant- 
ed a defense motion to suppress Gov- 
ernment wiretap evidence in the case 
and twice turned down a Government 


motion to quash a subpoena for Mitch- 
ell. A review of the Dowdy case is 
pending before the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals in Richmond. 

After resigning as Attorney General 
to become Pres. Nixon’s campaign man- 
ager, Mitchell took charge of the Com- 
mittee to Reelect the President. During 
the interim when Mitchell was in charge 
seven of his Committee’s employes 
were involved in the wiretapping and 
bugging of the headquarters of the 
Democratic Committee located in the 
Watergate complex and have been in- 
dicted for burglarizing the Democratic 
Headquarters, and a witness has testi- 
fied that the transcripts of the illegal 
bugging tapes was transmitted to 
Mitchell. 


Public Education 

(Continued from Page 50) 

moral education is the sine qua non 
of a free and responsible society. 

In short, the American Party believes 
the majority in the local school district 
should be heard and not be “wagged” 
by a small vocal minority who would 
use education to degrade, demoralize 
and dehumanize God’s greatest gift, next 
to life itself — our children. 

Or, as the American Party platform 
states so plainly, “we favor placing our 
schools under the jurisdiction of parents 
and their local school boards.” 

The Cause of the Problem 

This program is the solution, the on- 
ly possible solution to today’s crises in 
education. Money won’t do it and hasn’t 
done it. Federal expertise won’t do it. 
Rather federal interference is one of the 
major causes of the problem as the 
federal government seeks to use schools 
as instruments of social change instead 
of education. State laws and state school 
boards won’t do it as they react and 


cater to special interests and special 
pressure groups in an unbelievable-par- 
ents-be-cursed attitude. Organizations of 
professional educators won’t do it as 
they cast endless aspersions on the very 
thought of the parents having anything 
to say about how, why or what their 
children are taught or how or what 
values and morals shall be the basis of 
the child’s understanding, education and 
philosophy of life. 

Only local control of our schools by 
local citizens with the federal govern- 
ment OUT and morality and prayer and 
God IN can do it. Only the AMERI- 
CAN PARTY, of all the political par- 
ties in America, actively pursues and 
advocates this solution to the present 
day crises in public education so that 
the public demands for a better product 
can be met: an educated graduate ready 
for the real world, not the mixed-up 
world of an educationalist elite viewing 
a life in cloistered insulation from pub- 
lic and parental desires and demands. 
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Jobs for All 


Meet Casper, W ashington’ s Answer 
to the U nemployment Problem 

By John L. Kent 


A LTHOUGH some of the solu- 
tions to national problems have 
came from such famous “think 
tanks” as the MIT and the Rand Cor- 
poration, the solution to today’s most 
pressing problem — unemployment — has 
come apparently from the Department 
of Defense itself. 

According to as yet unavailable 
“Pentagon Papers,” the solution is an 
automatic electronic device, originally 
developed as a way of providing jobs 
for mustered-out Vietnam veterans. The 
Department of Defense, however, mod- 
estly disclaims sponsorship of the de- 
vice, asserting that they had never heard 
of it. 

But such a device does exist, in pilot 
model form, having been developed un- 
der the usual cost-plus-a-handsome 
profit contract by a West Coast aero- 
space contractor. It is known as CAS- 
PER — Continuous Automatic Sequen- 
tial Pressure Energy Repeater. 

CASPER consists of a metal box, 
about two feet square, on a set of four 
legs. The box has a small sliding door 
in front, two push buttons (“Start” and 
“Stop”), a function light, and a hand 
rest. 

The employee-operator sits in front 
of the box and places his right hand on 
the hand rest. He pushes the “Start” 
button located right above. The func- 
tion light then goes on to show the 
device is in operation. 

The small door slides open and a 
mechanical “hand” on the end of a 
jointed framework moves out, forward 
and sideways toward the “Stop” button. 


A finger-like projection on the “hand” 
pushes the button. The hand withdraws 
back into the machine, the door slides 
shut, the function light goes off, and 
the machine stops. 

The employee then merely repeats 
his operation, pushing the “Start” but- 
ton again and waits for the cycle to go 
through. An experienced employee-op- 
erator can repeat the cycle about 60 
times an hour. 

Non-governmental experts estimate 
it would require about four million ma- 
chines (working three shifts) to provide 
employment for the 12 million Ameri- 
cans now out of work. 

These machines would be just the 
thing for the hundreds of thousands of 
aerospace engineers who are now out 
of work and who have acquired consid- 
erable manual dexterity in pushing elec- 
tronic computer buttons. For the “hard- 
core” unemployed, federally-funded 
schools to teach button-pushing would 
have to be set up so that the “culturally- 
disadvantaged” could be placed in 
“meaningful” employment operating 
CASPER machines. 

Even the ecologists are happy at the 
prospect of CASPER machines. They 
do not use any natural resources and 
create no environmental pollution. 

Obviously, only an all-powerful, gov- 
ernment-subsidized science could come 
up with such an amazing solution. But 
then, again, perhaps we should not be 
surprised. It came from the same folks 
that gave us DDT, water fluoridation, 
the Federal Reserve Board, permanent 
national deficits, and no-win wars in 
Korea and Vietnam. 
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Don’t Give Up Your Guns 

By Frederick Quinn 

Results of firearms restrictions in Northern Ireland 
provide a warning for Americans 


T WO WEEKS AGO, my home 
in Belfast, Northern Ireland 
was attacked and completely 
destroyed. This happened while I was 
on a visit to London. 

Four weeks ago I had a Ford auto, a 
home, and a line gun collection. Now 
I have two pair of pants, three shirts, 
and a few odds and ends, plus a deter- 
mination to tell Americans what can 
happen when a law-abiding population 
is totally disarmed. 

In Ireland, there have been, many 
times in the past, outbreaks of trouble. 
The widespread burning of homes, 
shops, etc. by small bands of hoodlums 
has, however, been absent from these 
outbreaks owing to the ability of the 
ordinary citizen to defend himself. Shop 
owners in the past have been known to 
scatter a hoodlum attack with a few re- 
volver shots; but, as I have said, this 
was in the past. 

In the present troubles, we have the 
spectacle of a disarmed and helpless 
public, completely at the mercy of these 
armed thugs; people dragged from their 
homes at gunpoint and their homes 
burnt behind them. No protection is 
available as the police force is now 
completely useless. The protection af- 
forded by the British Army can be 
measured by the fact that they can’t 
protect themselves. 

Progressive Control 

The beginnings of firearms restric- 
tios began in an innocent manner. The 
first act passed merely required a pur- 


chaser of a firearm to supply his name 
to the gunsmith. This was followed by 
the Firearms Act 1920, an act which 
required a citizen to apply to his local 
police station, complete the required 
forms, and then be subject to investiga- 
tion by the detective branch. 

Rather than go through the rigma- 
role of this act, most people took the 
easy way and disposed of any firearms 
they had in their homes. But the act 
had one important safeguard: a deci- 
sion of the police chief, refusing a per- 
mit, was not final, and a citizen could 
apply to the courts for a reversal of 
the police chiefs decision. 

With the passing of the Firearms Act 
1969, this last safeguard was removed, 
and the police chief became the All 
Highest. 

This act contains so many clauses, 
punishments, and prison sentences wait- 
ing for the ordinary citizen, that it must 
be read to be believed. It does not af- 
fect the criminal, however, as they do 
not bother about firearms regulations. 

So, as Northern Ireland entered the 
year 1969, crime rates were low, the 
public were protected by a tough, and 
efficient police force, a force, moreover, 
that was noted for its courtesy and help 
to the public. Under pressure of events 
(which need not be discussed here, but 
including the mishandling by poli- 
ticians), the police force fell apart and 
to this day has never recovered. The 
result of this collapse soon became ap- 
parent. 
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Crime Becomes Rampant 

All over the city, people were at- 
tacked in their homes, dragged out at 
gunpoint, and their homes looted and 
burned. The police, if they ever arrived, 
were always too late, and usually ex- 
tended their sympathy to what, an hour 
before, had been a happy family, di- 
rected them to the nearest refugee cen- 
tre, and then left. 

The horrifying fact is that, while 
these citizens were completely disarmed 
and helpless, these private armies and 
bands of criminals were able to arm 
with complete impunity. So now we 
have one aspect of these gun laws — 
their complete uselessness in prevent- 
ing the criminal from arming. But, the 
American citizen may say, what is there 
to prevent a citizen from doing the 
same as the criminal and acquiring a 
firearm to defend his home? In that 
case, friend, in this community, brain- 
washed by fifty years of gun laws, the 
homeowner goes to prison. 

I will now give you a few examples 
of what happened to ordinary citizens, 
and what happened to other citizens 
who defended their homes and fami- 
lies. 

Mrs. Reid, of Leopold Street, Belfast, 
a young married woman with a family, 
whose husband was in the Merchant 
Navy, answered a knock at her door. 
Outside were two thugs, accompanied 
by two policemen. One of the thugs told 
Mrs. Reid she had an hour to leave her 
house or she would be shot. Mrs. Reid 
told them she had an infant family and 
couldn’t leave in an hour. The thug in- 
sisted she leave in an hour. When Mrs. 
Reid started to cry, one of the police- 
men put his arm around her shoulder 
and advised her to do as the hoodlum 
said. The young woman then got her 
children into her auto and drove away 
to get some assistance. 

Home is Looted 

When she returned, the home was 
being looted and three hundred dol- 


lars she had in her home was missing. 
Later, a Police Chief stated that it was 
ridiculous for Mrs. Reid to say there 
were two policemen with the hoodlums; 
but, one hour after this statement, I 
myself, stood at a street corner and 
watched two homes being attacked 
while over a dozen policemen stood 
watching, completely ignoring the pro- 
ceedings. 

Mrs. Toner, of Cambrai Street, Bel- 
fast, owned a small wine shop. When a 
bunch of thugs arrived, she phoned the 
police. The police arrived, and escorted 
Mrs. Toner from the shop, leaving it to 
be looted and burned. In these circum- 
stances it was obvious that these 
thugs would at some time arrive at 
some home where the owner had taken 
steps to protect his home and family. 
What happened when they did makes 
an amazing story, for remember, 
friends, that by this time these hood- 
lums had burned and looted the homes 
of hundreds of innocent people. 

Mr. Malachy McGrogan, aged 26, 
married, with a young family, lived at 
Alloa Street, Belfast. He was admitted 
to be an honest and quiet man. Mr. 
McGrogan had taken steps to defend 
his family. He had acquired a .38 re- 
volver. In the middle of the night his 
home was attacked. Mr. McGrogan fired 
three shots from his revolver and a 
bunch of very frightened hoodlums van- 
ished into the night. 

On the arrival of the police, Mr. Mc- 
Grogan was arrested and charged with 
a variety of offences under the gun 
laws, appearing before Judge Topping, 
a senior Judge. Judge Topping never 
made any inquiry as to whether the 
hoodlums had been apprehended, and 
no effort was ever made to arrest them. 
Instead, Judge Topping subjected this 
innocent man to a thundering attack, 
informed him that he was sentencing 
him to two years imprisonment, and 
that it would have been a heavier sen- 
tence, only he was taking into consid- 
eration the admitted fact that his home 
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was being attacked with gasoline bombs 
when he fired the shots in the air. 

Hoodlums Have the Guns 

We can now come to the latest and 
so far the greatest outrage — the attack 
on the area in which my own home was 
situated — a well-planned hoodlum at- 
tack, in which the homes of hundreds 
of people were entered, and the owners 
forced out at gunpoint — dragged out if 
they refused to leave. Some older peo- 
ple who refused to leave had shots fired 
through their windows. All the homes 
were looted. 

What is the answer of our politicians 
to these outrages? Whilst there are still 
a few sensible ones around, the general 
call of the politician is for the final end- 
ing of all gun permits. “In the interests 
of peace,” says one politician, standing 
in the middle of hundreds of burned out 
houses and business premises. The mad 
statements of our politicians become 
even madder. The solution of one Po- 
lice Chief: he hopes the owners of le- 
gal arms will hand them in, as they 
might be tempted to use them, if their 
homes are attacked. 

Take a look at Northern Ireland. If 
you live in the U.S.A., remember that 
in this latest outrage, not one family 
had a weapon to defend themselves 
with, the forces of Law and Order who 
were to defend the citizen when he 
was disarmed, were only conspicuous 
by their absence. 


These outrages couldn’t have hap- 
pened in the past, so beware! Remem- 
ber that it all started with a simple little 
restriction act, and proceeded from 
there. Remember that in Northern Ire- 
land these gun laws do not just disarm 
a citizen; they now insist that if one’s 
home is attacked, one must allow it to 
be looted and burned, and take the risk 
of being murdered, as any attempt to 
defend one’s home that led to the death 
or injury of one of these hoodlums, 
means arrest and prison for the home- 
owner. 

There is, however, one section of the 
community that has been free from at- 
tack. That is the farmer. As of now, the 
statistics show thousands of homes in 
cities in towns as burned and looted. 
But, farms looted and burned — nil. The 
farmer, in all cases, has shotguns and 
rifles. Now the politician wants to disarm 
the farmer, despite the obvious fact 
that it’s the politician himself who is 
responsible for the trouble. 

So, beware, Americans, you might 
end up in the position that the ordinary 
citizen of Northern Ireland is now in. 


Editor’s Note 

This terrifying story is actually a letter re- 
ceived by the editor of an American 
magazine, Guns & Ammo, and appeared 
in that publication in December 1971. It 
is reprinted here with permission of the 
publisher. 



Freedom is lost . . . when 
the citizen’s power to de- 
fend it is lost! 
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Patricia Young Says .... 

I AM THE BACKLASH 


AM THE BACKLASH -voice of 
that long-suffering “silent majority” 
who for years have been put down 
and put upon, pummelled, pressured 
and provoked by an insolent minority 
intent upon promoting their left-wing 



philosophy while denying me my indi- 
vidual rights. 

I am the “square” middle-class “so- 
ciety” deemed responsible for all the ills 
of the world. Though I work, bleed and 
love, the news media finds no space for 
my cause. Should I re-act, I am labelled 
an “imperialistic” reactionary, a Bunker 
and a Redneck. 

While upholding “freedom of speech” 
for every last Marxist, Maoist and an- 
archist, my spokesman is smeared a 
Fascist lackey, an imperialist or a ding- 
aling who ought to be locked up for 
impeding the process of our spiritual 
and moral genocide. 

In essence, I resent and reject those 
corkscrew comrades who encroach upon 


my freedom, dignity and integrity be- 
lieving I won’t fight back. I resent pink- 
petticoated teachers and professors 
brainwashing my children, downgrading 
my religion and mocking my morality — 
who would ban prayers from schools 
while instituting the religion of Yogi. 

I protest the bleeding hearts who des- 
ignate every criminal under thirty a 
“child” and every law enforcement of- 
ficer a Fascist pig! I question the credu- 
lity of those demanding that the U.S.A. 
get out of Indo-China but never that the 
U.S.S.R. get out of Hungary or Red 
China out of Tibet! 

This backlash is directed at political 
“preachers” who espouse a “gospel” of 
appeasement and surrender; at govern- 
ments who overturn court rulings to put 
dangerous criminals back on the streets; 
who would put me in diapers and feed 
me the pablum of State welfarism paid 
for with my own money. I must chal- 
lenge the shrill viperations of those who 
use character assassination in lieu of 
argument. 

Most of all, I resent those who for 
years have assailed my patriotism, ac- 
countability and conscience. 

Indeed, I am the backlash of an an- 
gry, smouldering “silent” majority who, 
though bloodied and beaten are un- 
bowed. For no way will I submit to the 
pressures, presumptions and paranoia of 
an arrogant and insolent minority. 


ABOUT THE AUTHOR 

Patricia Young is a well-known Canadian 
author, journalist and syndicated columnist 
whose writing is carried in newspapers and 
magazines throughout the world. 
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America is Paying 

( Continued from Page 40) 

feeding the women and children of the 
Viet Cong? Who has commanded this? 
We did nothing for our other victims, 
tens of millions of them. Well, yes, we 
did a little for them later, perhaps in 
shame, in so-called foreign aid which 
went mostly to Communist countries, 
anyway. ) 

And I do hope that somebody can 
inform my why Roosevelt insisted that 
Britain declare war against any nation 
which attacked poor Poland, in 1939 — 
which meant Germany — when Russia 
had already attacked Poland! Roosevelt 
did not suggest a war against Russia for 
that, you will remember! But, after all, 
his friend Stalin, was threatened. And 
that’s why we went to war, children, and 
the only reason we did. 

Had we kept out, Hitler would have 


“Americans are so enamored 
of equality that they would 
rather be equal in slavery than 
unequal in freedom.’’ 

— Alexis de Tocqueville 


“Some of our weaknesses are 
born in us, others are the result 
of education; it is a question 
which of the two gives us most 
trouble.” 

— Goethe 


destroyed Stalin, and communism — 
something which Roosevelt oould not 
endure — and Stalin, in the process, 
would have destroyed Hitler and fascism. 
And millions of the innocent would not 
have died and been murdered, and our 
troops would not be in South Vietnam 
and Korea now. 

In one of the Ten Commandments, 
God warns us that He will visit the sins 
of the fathers upon the children, to the 
third generation. He is doing so, now, 
in America. We are paying for Dresden, 
the little Italian villages, China, and 
“Operation Keelhaul,” and Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki. We are paying, too, be- 
cause we built up a shattered Russia 
and gave her billions upon billions of 
American taxpayers’ money, in order 
to restore communism so it can rule 
the world. 
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The Book Shelf 


Is the Middle East the 
Worlds Last War? 

By Merlin Featherstone 


The unHoly Land by A.C. Forrest. 178 
pp. hardback, illustrated. $5.95. Fifth 
printing, 1972. First American edition 
1972. The Devin-Adair Company, Old 
Greenwich, Connecticut 06780. 


“The top priority for concerned people 
is to get the truth about the Middle East 
out to the world. Responsible government 
action will only follow pressure from in- 
formed public opinion.” 

Can the truth finally be so broadcast 
and public opinion be so elevated that the 
Middle East becomes not the last World 
War, as the holocaust that totally brutal- 
izes, truncates and enslaves the survivors 
of men in a technological steel polluted 
prison forever? Such would be in the 
ascending crescendo climax to the com- 
mitment of men, material, and imagination 
a la World War I, World War II, Korea, 
and Vietnam. This becomes an interna- 
tional wholesale consumption, destruction, 
and identity subjection to infirmity, indebt- 
edness, and mindlessness in bureaucratic 
occupation, pointless tactical and atomic 
warfare, police control, and total com- 
munistic regulation (even if it is called 
something else like sur tax or phase 4 and 
phase 5 of wage-price controls). 

Much, much better would it be if the 
Middle East becomes the last World War, 
in which, before it expands any further, 
men finally come to understand who their 
real enemies are. International interests 
have in war games and planet destruction 
attempted to consolidate their total con- 
trol of all mankind. What a dream it 
would be if popular intelligence, under- 
standing this, commenced to unravel the 
deceits and controls, and began the long 
road back to restoring man to his natural 
community of free enterprise, individual 
property, and liberty. 


The reason propaganda is so successful 
is that it is so much easier to take and 
gallop off with it than to stand still and 
look pain straight in the face. If some 
measure of truth is brought to the situa- 
tion, it will be thanks to such brave men 
as A. C. Forrest who in his book The un- 
Holy Land describes what has taken place 
in the Middle East. 

“The Arab states of Egypt, Jordan, and 
Lebanon are still eager for a peaceful set- 
tlement on the unanimous terms laid down 
by the United Nations. However, if Israel 
will not withdraw to the 1967 boundaries, 
they see no recourse but eventual war to 
retake what has been taken from them. At 
the present time and into the foreseeable 
future it is believed by all experts that they 
would be beaten again. But, in the absence 
of a settlement and in the face of Israeli 
recalcitrance they will continue to prepare 
for war by building up with [whatever] 
military aid . . . [they can get], Israel would 
like security, but not by paying the price 
of giving up her rich spoils of 1967, or 
ceasing her campaign to swell her popula- 
tion with Jewish immigrants from abroad. 
So she continues to develop the Occupied 
Territories, repress the inhabitants, expel 
or drive out all she can, and demand more 
weapons from the United States.” 

U.S. IS FOOTING THE BILL 

The interests of militant Arabs, Israel, 
Russia, and the tyrannical machinery of all 
states and international agencies involved, 
all are served by this activity. In this case. 
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the United States of America, as in Viet- 
nam, swindled by its own bureaucrats into 
helping both Israel and Russia, winds up 
footing the total bill, while Israel and 
Russia grow strong and the Arab nations 
suffer. 

The 1917 Balfour Declaration which 
formalized the Jewish migration to Pales- 
tine proposed a national home for Jews 
to coexist among other people, not a sepa- 
rate total Jewish state wrested from the 
property of others. The United Nations 
in November 1947 decided to partition 
Palestine between the Arabs and the Jews. 
The Jews who had less than 6 per cent of 
the total land were given 56 per cent of 
it, including most of the fertile parts. 
“Jewish regular and irregular forces seized 
most of the Arab cities of Palestine and 
scores of Arab villages.” “About seven 
hundred and thirty thousand Palestinians 
were made homeless. The Israeli immi- 
grants took over their lands, businesses, 
and houses, paying no compensation.” 

“Britain withdrew in the midst of fierce 
fighting in May 1948, ar.d the Jewish com- 
munity declared the founding of the State 
of Israel.” Soviet Russia immediately rec- 
ognized the new “State of Israel” and then 
the governments of other major nations of 
the world followed suit. Eleven minutes 
after Israel’s declaration and Russia’s rec- 
ognition, Truman, without consulting his 
own State Department or the United States 
delegation to the United Nations, recog- 
nized that “a Jewish State now exists.” 
This was done even while the United Na- 
tions General Assembly was still in session 
considering trusteeship for all of Palestine. 

PALESTINIANS LOST THEIR HOMELAND 

After the June 1967 “six day war” the 
result has been that a people, the Pales- 
tinian Arabs, have been deprived of their 
homeland and have become totally home- 
less or under occupation. Israel, who told 
and convinced the world that they would 
treat the Palestinian Refugees better and 
constructively resolve the whole refugee 
problem in her new conquered lands (eu- 
phoniously termed “extended borders”), 
has not resolved the displaced people prob- 
lems but has treated all the refugees worse. 

The way the world saw it in 1967 and 
reported by Dr. Forrest himself was that, 
“Our criticism is not of the way Israel 
fought the war last June. Many grave 


charges have been made about Israel’s ex- 
pansionist policies. We interpret her bril- 
liant victory as necessary defensive action 
taken against military threats from Egypt, 
Syria and Jordan.” This is not the way that 
Dr. Forrest sees it now. 

Nor is it the way others see it. Though 
even the enemies of Israel have yielded a 
grudging respect for her lightning war ac- 
complishment, this too may not have been 
quite the feat advertised. 

Logistics alone make a war operation 
hard to conceal. Report now is that Nasser 
had been advised of imminent aggression 
and was about to act when two late mid- 
night visitors, one from the Russian em- 
bassy and the other from the American 
embassy, prevailed upon him and received 
his promise to restrain from any military 
provocation, all within two hours before 
the Israeli “six day war” was on in full 
force. The Egyptian Air Force, caught flat 
on the field at the opening bombardment 
on 5 June 1967, had been lavishly enter- 
tained the night before and until 3 A.M. 
that morning by their commanding officer 
who subsequently and mysteriously be- 
came a quite wealthy man. This sounds 
something like an ingenious excuse, but 
shades of Pearl Harbor, what with news 
distortion, who really knows? 

MASSIVE ECONOMIC AID 

Israel has received more economic aid 
than any people in the world in relation 
to their size. From the United States pub- 
lic treasury alone in 1971 she received 
more than double per capita that granted 
to our own 50 states under current “reve- 
nue sharing” proposals. 

Some time ago, the myth began to de- 
velop that Palestine had been uninhabited. 
4/5 of Israel’s area and 2/3 of her culti- 
vatable land belong to Palestine refugees 
prevented from returning home. The 
“oh’s” and “ah’s” of Christian pilgrims 
being shown about Palestine by Israeli 
guides are viewed with amusement by 
those who know something about how 
quickly trees grow. “The Egyptians make 
roses grow in the desert too, and they 
have reclaimed approximately the same 
acres that Israel has during recent years.” 
None of this is read however in the inter- 
nationally controlled newspapers. 

Since 1948 and again since 1967, Arabs 
have been denied return to their homes. 
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Thousands of homes have been blown up 
and Israel is still driving Arabs out of ter- 
ritory she occupies, contrary to United 
Nations cease fire agreements. “Israel was 
telling the United Nations to go fly a kite.” 

In 1967 in one locality there were 
10,000 refugees. International television 
showed 140 refugees returning, with Israel 
smilingly observing world agreements to 
respect the centuries old property of oth- 
ers, while actually the same day 600 more 
refugees were being kicked out. Dr. For- 
rest remembers remarking, “If this were 
true then I had been betrayed by the press 
and media I had trusted.” Hundreds had 
their homes demolished “after” the fight- 
ing to make room in East Jerusalem for 
devout Jews to pray at the Wailing Wall. 
PRISONERS BRUTALIZED 

A reporter, Michael Adams, is described 
as saying, “In my four years as a prisoner, 
the Germans never treated me so harshly 
as the Israelis are treating the Arabs.” 

Villages were systematically destroyed 
by dynamite and bulldozers. Israelis when 
not murdering, burying alive, and killing 
refugees occasionally gave them “free” 
rides out of their own country. This, in 
retrospect, was something which angered 
the refugees most of all. 

One of the horror stories told and sub- 
stantiated is that fleeing refugees were 
sprayed with napalm. A Mobile Field Hos- 
pital containing 350 patients, was incin- 
erated with all its patients and staff by 
napalm. "Israel tried to keep the outside 
world from knowing about their quiet, 
effective use of napalm, and Zionists 
abroad denied it. But some of the living 
victims were in an Amman hospital.” “To 
condemn napalm in Vietnam is all right. 
To report its use by the Israelis is con- 
sidered anti-Semitic.” 

NEWS IS SLANTED 

There is so much distortion and mis- 
quotation that Forrest, an unusual church 
man, has concluded that “we can’t expect 
much intelligent discussion of . . . [The 
Middle East] . . . from the editors, pub- 
lishers, and broadcasters, nor from the 
universities. 1 have been appalled by the 
number of persons who do know, and 
could help, but feel they have to beg off 
because of the sensitive positions they 
hold. This makes it more important that 
the church press does a thorough job.” 


“I have been forced reluctantly to the 
conclusion that there are a lot of gutless 
editors and publishers and public officials 
about. The future will show tragically, I 
fear, that the price paid for bending to 
these pressures and avoiding unpeasant 
controversy has been costly.” 

Within days of publication of his book 
THE unHOLY LAND, Dr. Forrest, a Ca- 
nadian, began to find out what happens to 
critics of Israeli policies and Zionist phil- 
osophy. The book was withdrawn from 
sale by the largest book store chain in 
Canada. However, he recovered when re- 
port of the “ban" became national and 
a group picketing one of the stores in pro- 
test to the chain’s bigotry was televised. 

The head of the book store chain, after 
three days of “no comment,” then made 
a statement: “ The unHoly Land was a 
complete non-seller.” His timing could not 
have been more perfect for the author, for 
that day it made the Toronto Star's syndi- 
cated “National Best Seller List” and con- 
tinued there for three months in which 
the first three printings were completely 
sold out. 

This was only the beginning. The con- 
troversy continued, abetted by imported 
Jewish agents to the Canada-Israel Com- 
mittee who as “public relations experts” 
tried to prove that the popularity of the 
book was artificial; however, the sales con- 
tinued to go up. 

Dr. Forrest, whose book had been a very 
personal report, being a documentation 
and information for those interested in the 
Middle East and with the time and dis- 
position to understand, never had had 
“best seller” ambitions. For him, however, 
the reaction of Canadian Zionists was like 
a “ban in Boston.” The fourth printing 
was sold out in eight months and in a 
year paperback publication was decided. 

Incidental to this, the author discovered 
that there are great numbers of well-in- 
formed, non-Zionist Jewish people who are 
embarrassed by Zionists who presume to 
speak for them. They did not take serious- 
ly any suggestion that criticism of Israel 
policy was prejudice against Jewish people. 

Would that this success story could be 
repeated in the United States, the America 
First patriotic movement realize a best 
seller profit, and the last World War be re- 
tired peacefully in the Middle East. 
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The Open Forum 


Editor: 

I am sorry that I can't help you with 
money, as you deserve. Perhaps in the near 
future. But I can’t let this opportunity pass 
without thanking you for the necessary, vital 
and courageous work you are doing. 

Most of us are indebted to a small group 
of superior individuals like you who are will- 
ing to protect the freedoms of all of us. 

The writers of the Constitution were that 
type of men. The Bible says, rightly, that 
“the people, without leadership, they perish.” 

You are to be congratulated. As for my- 
self, I am very grateful. 

DON M. RAMOS 
Hollywood, Calif. 


Editor: 

The phrase “outlawing guns” holds forth 
a promise which is not attainable. It implies 
that the gun of the would-be criminal can be 
withheld from him: such is not the case. If 
he is going outside the law anyhow, he can 
get himself a gun with little trouble. Thus, 
we can disarm only the law-abiding. Our orig- 
inal problem of reducing crime, then, not 
only remains, it is worsened as he now knows 
that his victim will be disarmed. 

But, if on the other hand, we were to 
increase the penalty enough for any crime, 
he would decide not to get himself a gun in 
the first place! 

CHARLES DEMING 
Los Angeles, Calif. 


Editor: 

I am in the chain gang in Florida, or that 
is to say imprisoned in a primitive and hos- 
tile state and, needless to say, without any 
funds to pay my way. If I had any bread it 
would have been drained off before I was 
railroaded to this nice establishment. 

Which brings us to the purpose of this 
scribbled note. I would dearly love a donation 
of a few copies of your newspaper so I can 
keep up with old friends and home folks and 
if I should return to the ole sod will then and 
there pay up my back dues. 

My word of honor on this — for what ever 
that s worth and I have heard it debated a 
few times, especially here, and I now ques- 
tion it occasionally myself. But in all honesty, 
I do need to see a language in print I can 
understand. 


I could describe this place to you but you 
wouldn’t believe it and probably wouldn’t if 
you could see it. I know it’s for real and 
sometimes I don’t believe it. 

MIKE FENOL 
029564 
Raiford, Fla. 


Editor: 

The United States Day Committee greatly 
appreciates your cooperation and support of 
its efforts to promote patriotism through the 
celebration of United States Day and extends 
to you its sincere thanks and best wishes for 
the continued success of your endeavors. 

T he United States Day Committee, Inc. 
By M. O. NELSON, Chairman 
Tulsa. Okla. 


Editor: 

Here is a letter I have written to William 
F. Buckley, Editor of National Review. 

“Dear Mr. Buckley: 

This is the second time you’ve addressed 
me as ‘Dear Intelligent American’ and im- 
portuned me to buy your magazine, National 
Review. 

In answer to your first patronizing soft/ 
hard sell communication, I replied that I 
didn’t need National Review, I subscribe to 
Liberty Lobby. Don’t you read your mail 
from ‘intelligent’ Americans?” 

Perhaps if I also mention that I subscribe 
to Washington Observer Newsletter you 
will understand why I consider National 
Review unessential. 

IMOGENE CASHMORE 
Gays Mills, Wise. 


Editor: 

I am enclosing my payment for $10 for 
a one-year subscription to your magazine. 
While I disagree with some of your political 
beliefs (chiefly your pro-Francis Parker 
Yockey stand) I find your magazine very 
interesting and controversial. 

Finally, I congratulate your magazine for 
being the only anti-communist magazine that 
I know of, which has dared to defend Robert 
B. DePugh of the Minutemen. 

RICHARD BLOMQUIST 
San Jose, Calif. 
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Editor: 

As a new subscriber to The American 
Mercury please allow me to inform you 
how much I enjoyed the Summer, 1972 issue. 
I am taking advantage of your order blank 
to order back issues of this marvelous maga- 
zine. What a shame you are prohibited from 
newsstand sales. How pitiful that more people 
are not aware of your magazine. Of course, 
the most pitiful thing of all is that the work- 
ing, middle-class citizen of this “once-great” 
America of ours, feels so helpless. 

As a new subscriber I want to express my 
heartfelt appreciation for your attempt to 
wake up the citizens of these United States. 
You and Liberty Lobby are doing a great 
service, and I only wish that I were financially 
able to really be of help. 

JOY D. GREEN 
South Gate, Calif. 

Editor: 

Does Mr. Buckley get his anti-toxin shots 
from ADL? He seems to be immune from 
character assassination. Senators Goldwater, 
the late Robert A. Taft, Sr., Joe McCarthy, 
Gen. MacArthur, Gov. Wallace, and patriotic 
groups including Liberty Lobby never escape 
the poison pen of ADL. So maybe perfidy 
and duplicity is not so foreign to his political 
stance. At any rate, Washington Observer 
Newsletter has about convinced me. At 
least, Mr. Buckley’s conservatism doesn’t go 
beyond the point of: “Hang vour clothes on 
a hickory limb, but don’t go near the water.” 

H. J. WILLIAMS 
Madison, Ohio 


Editor: 

One of the most frequent complaints heard 
around election time is “there’s no real choice; 
you just have to pick the lesser of two evils.” 

How often does it occur to us that the 
lesser of two evils is still evil? And that’s 
the whole point: The present election system 
doesn’t really give us a choice. In many cases, 
“there ain’t a dime’s worth of difference” 
between the Democrat and Republican can- 
didates. 

What we need is one more position on the 
ballot for each elective office. We need a 
block labelled “NONE OF THE ABOVE” 
so we can reject ALL of the “me-too” candi- 
dates who offer us no real choice. 

For more information on protesting against 
the present election system and appropriate 
bumper stickers, write: 

League of Non-Voters 

Box 1406 

Santa Ana, Calif. 92702 

DAVID MICHAEL MYERS 
La Plata, Maryland 


Editor: 

Enclosed please find a check in the amount 
of seven dollars for which I would like you 
to send my twenty (20) copies of the Tax 
Strike Issue of The American Mercury. 

I am glad that you have had the courage 
to publish this issue and I hope that you will 
keep right on in this matter. It is long over- 
due. I feel that this is the only way left to 
us to overcome this conspiracy to destroy us 
and our country. This action, as I see it, is 
Constitutional. 

We are cowards if we do not act. I am 
seventy-two years of age, am self-employed, 
and do not have a socialistic security number. 
I stand on my own feet. 

Please give me all the information you can. 

A. B. MARTIN 
Ellenton, Florida 


Editor: 

Your articles in American Mercury have 
been very interesting although those on “The 
Economy” and “The Money Supply” are 
partially hogwash. I don’t object when a 
writer expresses his opinion even though 
different from mine, but when you make a 
statement in your Newsletter which is in error 
(#145, Sept. 15th, 1972, last page) quote, 
“for every dollar ... the national debt 
which has been manufactured by bookkeeping 
entry," you are in error. The real truth is 
that the entry is not manufactured but is 
very real. 

The process is that the U.S. Treasurer has 
a supply of unsigned engraved U.S. Govern- 
ment Bonds which when the Fed “buys 
bonds” are taken to the U.S. Treasurer who 
signs them, returns them and then the Fed 
“buys” them by running off on a printing 
press an equivalent amount of fiat paper 
labelled “Treasury Notes” such as used by 
the public. These notes are no longer “re- 
deemable in lawful money of the U.S.” as 
they used to be because there is none. Only 
a relatively small amount of illegally debased 
coinage. These notes have no value being 
merely paper with ink on them. 

Meanwhile, the American Public pays in- 
terest on the U.S. Government Bonds to the 
tune of over $15,000,000,000 (Fifteen Billion 
Dollars) every year. 

That certainly is not a manufactured book- 
keeping entry. The Treasury notes are phoney 
but the Bonds in possession of the Fed are 
very real, also the interest as it comes due. 

LOUIS L. HICKS 
Houston, Texas 
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Why Finance Our Destruction ? 

Summer 5 

Duval, Henry 

Rape of the Suburbs 

Summer 34 

Featherstone, Merlin 

Book Review: The Totalitarian, 

Godless State 

Summer 60 

Book Review: Is the Middle East the 
World's Last War ? 

Winter 61 

Freund, Howard 

Do the Soviets Plan to Attack ? 

Spring 15 

Foote, Byron 

Use Your Constitution and Win 
fie lories 

Fall 11 

Granov, B. 
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Caught in Sticky Oil 

Winter 15 

Big Brother Vs. John Dowdy 

Winter 51 

Herda, Luke 

American Youth Demands Justice 
to War Criminals 

Fall 5 

Horton, Louise 

What Were the Pilgrims Thankful For? 

Fall 57 

Huggins, Hod 

Book Review 7 : Flights of Fate 

Fall 62 

Hutton, Edward F. 

The Tax Vampire of the Potomac 

Fall 16 


Johns, Kenneth 


New Controls on Your Money 

Spring 

10 

Is the Government a Partner in Red 
China’s “Death Trade?” 

Winter 

5 

Josey, Charles C., Ph.D. 

Race Pride and Identification 

Versus Racism 

Spring 58 

Kelley, Claire 

The Constitution-Use It or Lose It 

Fall 

14 

Kent, John L. 

Book Review: The Big TV Brainwash 

Summer 

63 

Jobs for All 

Winter 

55 

Kernbach, Wilfried 

Atlantis Was in Germany 

Summer 

32 

Keys, Thomas B. 

Prejudice or Prudence? 

Fall 

29 

Klinck, Robert 

Building Socialism — Soviet Style 

Spring 

34 

Langford, Edward 

Sociology or Socialism? 

Fall 

41 

Larson, Martin A., Ph. D, 
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“O, come all ye faithful ”. . . 

O come all ye faithful, joyful and triumphant, 

O come ye, O come ye to Bethlehem. 

Come and behold him, born the King of Angels, 

O come let us adore Him, O come let us adore Him, 
O come let us adore Him, Christ the Lord. 

Sing, choirs of angels, sing in exultation, 

Sing, all ye citizens of heav’n above! 

Glory to God, all glory in the highest, 

O come let us adore Him, O come let us adore Him, 
O come let us adore Him, Christ the Lord. 

Yea, Lord we greet Thee, Born this happy morning, 
O Jesus, to Thee be all glory giv'n. 

World of the Father, now in flesh appearing, 

O come let us adore Him, O come let us adore Him, 
O come let us adore Him, Christ the Lord. 
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Spread the Word... 


TAX STRIKE IS ON 


All rhe articles which appeared in the lax Strike 
(Summer 1972) issue of the The American Mercury 

J 

are now reprinted in a low-cost tabloid newspaper 
format Tax Strike Digest 

THE ONLY WAY TO REAL TAX REFORM 

When ten million taxpayers know the facts as presented in the Tax Strike 
Digest they will then know how to talk to the politicians in words that 
politicians understand. 

The Big Spenders will give real tax reform only when they are forced to 
by taxpayers and voters who have learned how to fight back against un- 
constitutional tyranny. 

Exercise your Constitutional right of free speech. Help distribute this 
tabloid to your friends, co-workers, club members, neighbors and other tax 
slaves. 

Cut out and use coupon below to order your copies of the Tax Strike Digest 
at the low, postage-paid prices. 

8 copies, $2 
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